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(VALUATIONS FOR 
POOR RATES, IRELAND.) 




The North Dublin Union comprises all that part of the city which lies on the North side Population and 
of the river Liffey, and an extensive rural district. extent of the Union. 

The city portion of the Union forms one Electoral Division, which is subdivided into 
six Wards. It contains a population of 125,245. 

The rural district is divided into eight Electoral Divisions, which contain a population 
of 25,000, and an area of 38,917 statute acres. 

The first meeting of the Board took place on the 18th July, 1839, when a Committee Appointment of 
was appointed to report on existing surveys and valuations. on"'Txis^^n<''^valua*' 

This Committee recommended the Board to request the Poor Law Commissioners to ^ 

take on themselves tlie appointment of a Valuator. The Guardians Tvere divided in 
opinion on this question, some being in favour of retainiug the appointment of the Valu- 
ator in their own hands. On a division, the proposition of applying to the Commissioners Poor^Saw ' 

to make the apipointment was carried. Commis.sionevs to 

The Poor Law Commissioners replied to the application in a letter read at the Board take on themselves 
of Guardians on the 14th August, 1839. The Commissioners in that letter stated at the appointment of 
length their reasons for declining to appoint the Valuator of the Union. The;^ expressed ^l^^PoorTaw Com 
their opinion that the appointment of the Valuator was one of the ordinary functions of missioners^decline 
the Board of Guardians, that the responsibility rested primarily with them, that the Le- to appoint the 
gislature intended that the appointment of a Valuator should not be assumed by the Valuator. 

Poor Law Commissioners, except in special cases, and the proposal was therefore declined. 

''Appendix; Extracts from Minute Book.) AimointmeRt of 

The Board of Guardians then proceeded to appoint Valuators, one for the seven rural Valuators. 
Divisions and one for tlie city Division. Qualificalions of 

Mr. Vaughan, a Surveyor and Valuator by profession, undertook the Valuation of the Valuatorsand re- 
seven rural Divisions. He was bound by his contract to complete it in three months, and munerations agreed 
was to receive 150^. _ Time limited for 

The city Division was intrusted to Mr. Bolger, a Builder and Valuator of houses. He completing the 
also undertook to complete his Valuation in three months ; the sum which he was to re- valuation, 
ceive was 360/. 

The time limited for completing the valuation was necessarily short. The Mendicity 
Institution and other charities supported by voluntary contributions were nearly deserted 
by their contributors as soon as the Poor Belief Act passed. The Board of Guardians 
therefore considered it their duty to take every means of hastening the proceedings ne- 
cessary in order to strike a rate for the relief of the poor. 

Under these circumstances tlie Valuators obtained leave to appoint assistants, whose Assistant Valu- 
names were to be submitted to the Board and approved of. ators. 

The City Valuator accordingly appointed eight persons, who proceeded to value in dif- 
ferent parts of the city at the same time. 

Some of the Assistant Valuators were not professional persons. It is the opinion of 
some of the persons ivho were examined, that for the valuation of house property in 
a city a professional Valuator is not necessary, and that any person of judgment ac- 
quainted with the letting value of houses in the several localities, is as well qualified to 
make a valuation as an architect or builder. nr h th 

The assistants proceeded to value in pairs; one pair of assistants valued St. Mary’s, Valuaiors 

St. Michan’s, and St. Paul’s parishes; another pair Grange Gorman and George’s; and proceeded with the 
a third St. Thomas’s parish. Mr. Bolger exercised a general superintendence. valuation 

Some steps were taken to secure uniformity in the valuation of the houses in the North Steps taken to se- 
Duhlin Union, and those in the South. The Boards communicated on the subject, and 
the Valuators were instructed to take the necessary measures with that view. Wc have arid°Soutli 
not traced any further steps taken for this purpose, and the Valuators appear to have Dublin Unions, 
proceeded without reference to each other. . , 

As soon as the valuation commenced, the Valuators were ordered to lay specimens of liid^be- 

the valuation before the Board for its approval. They did so accordingly, and explained Board, and 

the method on which they were proceeding. The Board appears to have approved of it. approved of. 

When the valuation was completed, the books containing the valuation were distributed Valuation com- 
amongst the Guardians of the respective divisions and wards for their revision. A con- P'eted. 
siderable number of inequalities were complained of, and some errors were corrected. 
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APPENDIX to REPORTS relative to the 



North Dublin. 
Report. 

City and rural va- 
luations finally 
given in. 

Valuation open to 
the Public for in- 
spection. 
Objections. 



Private sfreets. 



Shop streets. 



Houses at weekly 
I'ents. 



Franchise of Bur- 



Valuation unjust to 
the humble class of 
occupiers. 



Second Revision of 
valuation. 



. ?? “f the rural divisions considered their district valued on too hiirh 

a scale, and moved that the valuation of these divisions should he reduced 10 per cenf 
this proposition was not acceded to. ’ 

Upon the 27th of January, 1840, both the city and rural valuations were delivered in 
with a written declaration of the Valuators, Mr. Vaughan and Mr. Bolger, that they were 
coraect according to the best of their skill and knowledge. ^ 

ihe valuation having been laid before the public for 21 days, pursuant to the Act 
objections were made, _ and subsequently heard by the Board, who sS from day to dav for 
he purpose. The objections were chiefly from occupiers who complained that their houses 

reso°vS‘*orbv°ti, g""’' ■'“"‘•“‘I® “f °>>iections were disposed of; the alterations then 
resolved on by the Board were inserted in the Valuation Books. The original obiection 
ST preserved m the hands of the Clerk, but no list or reglstr, of them hal been 

hoi^l’ST™ ffn® ‘•’fT” his assistants to put the utmost value on a 

dXcttpS audTstlTo “ " ‘o 

thifdeTaruf tie\c*th?ch\taToT^^^^^ 

1 pnvato streets within about 20 per cent, of the rent at which the house 

would let to a solvent tenant, who would pay the taxes and keep it in repair. Sometimes 
Tut if t IcrT T'li- “ '“‘Bhho^hood, aud would not |o so near 20 per 

Sain*” *“ neighbourhood, or a locality where the letting of houses is un- 

woollr i” » shop-street, which would let for lOOf. a year, to a tenant who 

would repair and pay the taxes, he would value it at about 80i. ; ifit would let for 301 
he would va ne it at about 221. 10.,. or 301., according to the state of repair A hTse 
which would let for 20i a year, he valued at about 171. lOs. ; aud for a house which was lot 
for 101. he would insert 71. 10,. m the ■ net annual value’ column. A house'that would let at 
ren L LT » TwV It°™es of se loTa 

dThleSISleThTvratTn"^^^^^ ■“ 

aho”nt”nT°l’’’‘‘'f ">”‘11 houses are let to single tenants at weekly rents amounting to 
STra Iv Ta toSShe T™* “ ”f houses the landlord 

the taxes to aW 30 T ™o”"‘ ‘hout 27 and 

fte SSenttm fetch'.’’ “P •» ‘>'= ** 

vahT wiliS’tK ‘"'l '•■"‘■■lol which he vahiod, the higher class of houses are falling in 
value, while the lower class are maintaining their value; and he thinks, that havins mide 
allowance in his valuation for houses which are falling in value, the effect of thS is to 

Tsses ’'TM'rfT°G!;T ^ "O”®” *0 ‘he rent than that of the highL 

Wr ; f 1 ’ “uardians, however, whom wo examined, does not consider that the 

LTiTntTl’iSnT; “ (APPunniT 

thoTl'rTTof-^'irvLTTTs” I”™ 2®”“® ‘® 

saT/'rS?” f “‘f® j.‘h>=, 'li«0“lly uudor which he laboured in endeavouring to apply the 
same lule of valuation to large and small tenements. He says. " It is mSe diffiLlt to 
TsToThouseT' H ““ oP'“”‘®». ”P “> ‘he rent which they iill fetch than the lower 
We xEry be inwT" “ w®ry great to a high yaluation in the better class of 
it wo, 0,1 k -If P®“®”‘ who are able to exorcise more influence, and he thinks 

maT to ° ? ‘ valuation against the opposition which would be 

at„rsdiffEETTLT.r^„t“T\l“ 

h.’f"5r«;“TuTe‘o“^ uuTrtheya?Ts:fuTT 

comuSison'whh"thTk-‘T “““'"g >" u”ju‘t to the lower class of occupiers in 

Elhhf T™ r ^ ‘ 'T® ’ >‘ “ >" ‘he majority of instances ; it is impos- 

cause thXvoifld TT'T" h? reducing the yaluation of the lower class of houses.Te- 

a-year isTreTlltTEEtTfeT!'^^^^^^^^ EalEEST'tf S 1? !““c 

bETlThe'pTse?sTntaEd‘T T“b“ V“®®’ >‘ hM’‘”chisD a gZoTlom- 

nZ,^Vvl entitled to be burgesses. Is quite satisfied that the lowlr class of 

atioT oTth^hShe^nf remedy but raising the vain! 

if nno-bt fn Jt' which of course ought to be done relatively. Thinks 

Pr, tin nearly to the letting value, but if there is an appeal to the Recorder’s 

Court there will be conflicting testimony, and the occupier will goTFreduTd ’PhtakE 

aLd „„Th*TfgWr“T^^^^^^^ rr ™'1”®“P?®‘1 i” o&crto get tETahation 
Sey ;r„‘„Tap|eaT.’W6i/ ®f“” change their residences; thinks 

to TTiTf ‘>‘® -®'wed on in order 

nitfeTTsTiTTndenT P®7”‘ ,®>"P>®y®‘I collect the rate, and who had opportn- 
make reuoils To “‘c""®*® houses m the execution of their duty, were directed to 

make repoils to the Board, of houses which appeared to them to be improperly yaliied. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




VALUATIONS /or POOR RATES, IRELAND. 



253 



The Collectors having, in pursuance of those directions, furnished lists of valuations North DubliTi. 

which they reported as incorrect, two valuators, Mr. George Taylor, who is a Surveyor 

and Civil Engineer, and Mr. Maginnis, who is a builder, were appointed to re-value any Report. 
houses, premises, or lands which might be laid before them by the Board, as requirinff Two Valuators 
alterations. ® 

The Board then published an advertisement calling on all persons who had complaints Objections 
to mahe of the valuation of their houses to send in written objections. Mr. Taylor states 
that in consequence of this advertisement about 200 or 300 objections, as he recollects, 
were sentin. These objections, together with those cases which had been reported by the 
Collectors, were referred to the revising Valuators. 

The objections came from all parts of the city, and related to tenements of all 
classes ; someof them were from occupiers complaining of their own tenements being va- 
lued too high. Those which proceeded from the Collectors of the rate were chiefly on the 
ground of houses being valued too low. Other objections were sent in by individuals 
complaining that particular houses were valued on a lower scale than their own and other 
houses in the same locality. 

As the objections came in from day to day, the Valuators visited the tenements with as Mode of revision 
little delay as possible-; Mr. Taylor is of opinion that the time allowed for visiting and adopted, 
viewing the tenements and considering the objections was much too limited. The objec- 
tions coming from diflerent quarters, it was impracticable to view and satisfactorily to value 
more on an average than 20 tenements in a day. He states that the number of cases so 
revised is above 1350, and the increase of the valuation amounts to about 10,000^. 

It will be seen by Mr. Taylor’s evidence, that the principles adopted by him in esti- 
mating the value of houses differ considerably from those adopted by the persons who 
framed theoriginal valuation. He considers that diflerent classes of houses require “ the 
application of a different rule of valuation. In proportion as the poverty of the occupier 
increases, so does the diff’crence between the amount of rent and the net annual value; 

First, because the rent is more uncertain ; and secondly, because property in these inferior 
localities is a disagreeable class of property to have any thing to do with. A profit rent 
of 60^. a-year in a bad street, will not fetch in the market so much as 50?. a-year in a 
good street.” — (Appendix; Evidence of Mr. Taylor.) 

In private streets in favourable localities he has gone nearer to the actual letting value Private streets, 
than in his valuation of the other classes. He thinks that in Gardiner-street he has gone 
within 10 per cent, of the letting value. 

In the first class shop streets he has not gone so near to the letting value, he endea- Shop streets, 
voured to go within 20 per cent. He considers that to be a more precarious class of pro- 
perty. 

In the second and third class of shop streets, and all classes of streets between the first Poor localities, 
class shop streets and the poorer localities he has gone still further from the letting value. 

He endeavours in such cases to go within 25 per cent. 

He valued houses in the poorer localities about 40 per cent, under the rent which they 
are held at by the persons who underlet them in lodgings. 

Of the 1395 cases revised, there are some in all these classes of localities. 

The following table shows the effect of the revision on different classes of houses which 
have been brought under the consideration of the Valuator : — 







Of wliicli there 


were 


Houses oiigiBally valued 


TotalNumber 








at Sums 


taken into 
consideration. 


Raised. 


Lowered. 


Left 

Uiiiiltered. 




240 


129 


23 


88 


At £10 and under £20 . 


335 


178 


39 


120 




203 


lOR 


42 


55 




297 


104 


43 


90 


At £50 and upwards 


320 


153 


79 


88 


Total 


1395 


728 


2-26 


441 



The result of the revision, in Mr. Taylor’s opinion, has not been to secure a uniform 
scale of valuation. 

He considers that the plan adopted is defective, and that the consequence of re-valuing 
particular tenements is, that they arc valued on a scale different from those not made the 
subject of revision. 

He is of opinion that the revision should be general, and considers that the state 
of the valuation of North Dublin, requires a revision of the whole by a competent 



Tabular view of 
revision. 



The revision not 
uniform. 



person. 

Mr. Taylor, from his observation of the valuation of North Dublin, since he was ap- 
pointed to revise the cases referred to him, is of the same opinion as Mr. Coyne, as to the 
inequality of the valuation, in respect to large and small houses. “ He thinks the valuation 
came closer to the rent with regard to the poorer class of houses than with regard to 
the better class.” 

Mr. Taylor thinks that if the Poor Law valuation were published in a pamphlet form, 
so as to enable every one to see his own and his neighbour’s valuations, it would greatly 
tend to produce ultimate accuracy. — (Appendix ; Evidence of Mr. Taylor.) 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 






North Dublin. 



Report. 

Comparison of rent 
with valuation. 



Relation of 
Rent to 
Valuation. 



Valuation. 



Paul’s . . 
Pour Courts’ 
Linen Hall . 

Post Office . 
Custom House 



Comparison of 
Poor Law Vala- 
ation with previous 
Valuations. 



Parishss. 



North Union. 



St. George’s . 
St. Thomas . 
St. Mary . , 

St. Michan . 
St. Paul . . 

Grange Gorman 



Name of Street. 



Parish in which situate. 



Private street . . 

1st class Shop street 
2nd class Shop street 
Poor street . . . 

Ditto 



George’s-st. North Gt. 
Sackville-street, Lower 
Henry-street 
Purdon-street 
Bedford-street 



St. George 

St. Thomas & St. Mary 
St. Mary & St. Thomas 
St. Thomas 
St. Michan 



Comparison 
of valuations 
for poor-rate 
and for po- 
lice tax. 



Total 



Number 
: valued to 

Poor-rate a 
the followiii 
I Sums.f 



Of whom there 



previously valued to Police Tax at the following sumsf ; 



inserted a Table exhibiting the result of the comparison 



According to Sherrard’s return of the Valuation 



Annual Value. 


Ministers’ 

Money.* 


Slierrard's. 




Poor Law. 


£. a d. 
1238 15 10 
1158 9 2 
503 18 4 
103 8 9 
22 3 4 


£. s. d. 
5475 0 0 
4235 0 0 
4275 0 0 
330 0 0 
113 0 0 


£. ». d. 

5360 0 0 
5665 0 0 
4162 U 0 
369 0 0 
113 0 0 


£. a. d. 
4636 0 0 
6950 0 0 
3482 0 0 
265 0 0 
82 0 0 



Annual Value. 


Ministers’ 

Money,* 


Sherrard’s Valu- 
5 Geo. dV.^c-^IlS 


Valuation. 


Poor Law. 


£. *. d. 

12,565 16 3 
1-3,692 2 U 
19,496 10 5 
9,775 12 1 
5,104 2 6 
2,289 0 0 


£. s. ,L 

63,900 0 0 
65,537 10 0 
91,395 0 0 
43,568 10 0 
21,632 0 0 
6,102 0 0 


£. 5. d. 

65,969 10 0 
80,979 10 0 
91,798 0 0 
45,148 0 0 
21,098 10 0 
8,435 10 0 


£. • a. d. 

65,335 15 0 
72,747 5 0 
78,550 0 0 
35,778 10 0 
16,125 0 0 
6,453 9 0 


62,923 4 2 


292,635 0 0 


313,429 0 0 


264,899 19 0 
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The Police Valuation above referred to in general followed that called “ Shertard’s North Dublin. 

Valuation,” made under 5 Geo. IV. c. 118, for the purposes of Grand Jury Cess. It was 

generally considered a high valuation : the Police have now abandoned it and adopted the eport. 

Poor Law Valuation for the purpose of the Police Tax. 

A comparison of the valuations of houses occupied by persons who are registered as Raiin£cof£io 
Parliamentary Electors for the City of Dublin has been made, the result appears from the City Electors, 
following Tables ; — 



Return of 10^. Householders in the part of North Dublin Union included within the 
Parliamentary Boundary Registries, 1833 to 1839,* inclusive : — 



Ward. 


s 1 g ■“ 
a ” J 


Number of the preceding who are rated at Sums 


£5.' 




Under 








Under 
£12. lOj. 


Under 

£15. 


£17"'lV 


Under 

£20. 


Under 

£-25. 


Under 

£30. 




Under 

£40. 


£40 & 




178 


10 


14 


18 


19 


26 


26 


46 


50 


63 


70 


82 


95 


107 


118 


60 




156 




5 


5 


6 


8 


8 


22 


22 


25 


29 


35 


5-2 


65 


75 


81 




164 










3 


3 


9 


10 


27 


3-2 


45 


73 


97 


U)6 


58 




258 


1 


2 


3 




5 


7 


34 


39 


58 


68 


102 


13-2 


158 


185 


73 


Four Courts 


83 


2 


5 


6 


8 


9 


9 


20 


23 


33 




53 


60 


68 


76 


7 


Saint Paul • . 


91 






1 


2 


5 


6 


23 


24 


36 


38 


53 


67 


7o 


80 




Total . . 


930 


13 


26 


33 


40 


56 


59 


154 


168 


242 


273 


370 


479 5,-0 


646 


284 



Return of lOl. Freeholders and Leaseholders in the part of North Dublin Union 
included within the Parliamentary Boundary Registries, 1833 to 1839,* inclusive; — 



Ward. 


Number of£10 Free- 
holders and 
Leaseholders whose 
rating ascertained. 


Number of ilie preceding wlio are rated at Sums 


Under 

£5. 




Under 


^£s!' 


Under 

£9. 


'£10- 


£12 !*'i 0 s. 






'£'2" 


^£ 05 ! 


^£30."^ 


UiKler 

£35. 


Under 

£40. 


£40. & 




54 




■2 


3 


3 


3 


3 


3 


4 


6 


8 


9 


13 


15 


21 


33 




63 














3 




4 


4 


4 


9 


16 


28 


33 




63 




1 


1 


1 




2 


2 


2 


3 


5 


10 


18 


29 


33 


30 




105 














4 


4 


9 


11 


16 


-28 


43 


54 


51 




62 








1 


3 


1 


14 




24 


28 


42 


51 


54 


59 




6. Saint Paul . 


44 










2 


2 


3 


3 


5 


7 


16 


■'7 


35 


39 


5 


Total . • 


391 






4 




10 


10 


29 


31 


51 


63 


97 


146 


192 


234 


157 



Return of lOL Householders in North and South Dublin Unions, registered in 1840:* — 



Unions. 


Number of £10 
Householders 
whose rating ascer- 


Number of the preceding who are rated at Sums 


Under 

£5. 


^£6^^ 


Under 

£7. 


Under 


Under 

£9. 




£12!'lk. 


Under 


;?17. IOj. 




Under 

£25. 


*£30*' 


£35!'^ 


^£40*^ 


£40. & 


North and South 
Dublin . . 


985 


18 


33 


45 


66 


82 


87 


261 


302 


400 


451 


550 


647 


715 


772 


213 



Return of lOi. Freeholders and Leaseholders in Noi-tk and South Dublin Unions, 
registered in 1840:*— 



Unions. 


^ o> 

= 2 S-3 

a ^ “ 


Number of the preceding who are rated at Sums 


Under 

£3. 




Under 

£7. 




^£9*' 


'£lo” 


£12a0»-. 




Under 

£17.10*. 


^£20! 


Under 

£25. 


Under 

£30. 


Under 

£35. 


Under 

£40. 


£40.& 


North andSouth 
Dublin . . 


147 


1 




3 


4 






16 


18 


26 


34 


46 


58 


66 


SO 


67 



* In the return of the valuation of electors registered in 1840, those resident in the part of the city com- 
prised in the North Dublin Union are not distinguished Irom those in the South. A summary of all the 
electors for ihe city of Dublin, whose rating was ascertained by referring to the books of both Unions, wil 
be found in the Appendix, page 402 b. 
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APPENDIX lo REPORTS reZai/ve fo fAe 



The valuation of the rural districts requires a separate consideration. Mr. Vaughan, 
the Valuator of those Districts, complains that the time limited for making- the valuation 
was too short. He was engaged at the same time on the valuation of the South Dublin 
Union, which was to be completed within the same period. He was therefore obliged to 
appoint assistants. ® 

The two Electoral Divisions of Blanchardstown and Finglas are the only portions of 
the rura,l district of North Dublin which are purely agricultural. With the exception of 
*h°se Divisions, the greater part of the Rural District is occupied by property of the class 
called by the valuators “ Villa property,’’ and by houses occupied only during the summer 
months, and generally unoccupied in the winter. 

Mr. Vaughan considers the valuation of property of that class difficult ; the letting 
depends on the character of the summer, whether wet or dry ; the houses are always 
let furnished, and they cannot be said to have any marketable value, if offered to be let un- 
furnished ; the rent of such houses depends so much on accident or taste that the difficulty 
of making a valuation which will be accurate is very great ; he took into consideration the 
uncertainty of letting such houses, and calculated that they would be unoccupied one year 
out of five; he inquired the rents paid by persons who take those houses for the purpose 
of letting again, but he cannot give any rule by which he calculated the net annual value 
of such houses under the Poor Law. Referring to a house which he had valued at 20^. a 
year he thought “no person would give 30^. a year, but a person might perhaps give ‘251. 
and keep it in repair; he thought 20/. a proper value to put on it under the Poor Law ” 
I-Ie considers it impossible for Valuators to go “ up to the mark ” in valuing such pro- 
perty. The objections would be so numerous, and particular cases would be relied on 
“ for the purpose of reducing the whole Valuation. The safest plan was, for the Valuators 
to be under the mark.” — (Appj?ndix; Evidence of Mr. Vaughan.) 

A great portion of the land used for agricultural purposes is affected, in respect to its 
value, by its neighbourhood to Villa property. A great part of the Electoral Divisions of 
Clontarf, Coolock, and Dmracondra is of that character. Referring to a farm of 300 or 
400 acres, called the Bishop’s fai-m, he thought the value of it “affected by the surround- 
ing Villa property. It is all prime land in that neighbourhood, it is valued at from 21. IOj. 
to 3/. 5s. Took that amount because he supposed the whole would let at that to a sinde 
tenant.” — Ibid. ° 

Valualion of small Having adopted an acreable rent for large farms, he put the same acreable value on 
small farms, if the land was the same quality, and the situation similar. Thinks it a bad 
plan to value small farms higher, on the ground that they will fetch a higher rent. Small 
farms bring a higher rent, and that is the reason the small farmers did not object to the 
Valuation, the small farms being valued much more under the rent than the larce farms — 
llnd. ° 



NoTth Dublin. 

flepoRT. 
Rural Di.stricts. 

Villa Property. 

Valuation ofVilla 
property. 



Houses on .small 
farms. 



He intended that the Valuation of large farms should be lower than the utmost rent 
which a solvent tenant could pay, but the objections by large farmers were so numerous 
tliat he is bound to think he was nearer the rack-rent than he intended.”— /izt/ 

“ The houses on smallfarms were valued at from lOj.toS/. Valued some at Is. a house. 
Those valued at lOs. would have only one room built of mud and thatched. If it con- 
sisted only of a kitchen, never valued it higher than 10s. ; if it had two rooms, valued it at 
11 . ; and if it had a stable, at 1/. lOs. ; if it had two rooms and a kitchen, valued it at 21 ■ 
if two rooms, a kitchen, and a stable, at 21. 10s. ; if it had a barn and offices, at 4/ to 6/ 
All these Valuations apply to houses in the ordinary state of repair. If dilapidated va- 
lued them lower.” — Ibid. 



lie added the value of the house to the value of the land, ascertained by an acreable 
value, as before described. 



Houses in towns 
and villages. 



Crowded Localities. 



Large farms. 
Test of value— a 
fair rent. 



Comparison of the 
valuation of North 
Dublin with that of 
the South Dublin 
rural Division 



As to house_ property in towns and villages, he stated that he valued small slated 
houses, containing a room and kitchen, at 21. ; such a house lets at &d a- week 
Ibid. 

As to localities occupied by small farms, sufficient to support a family, and pay their 
rent out of the produce of the land, Mr. Vaughan states, that he valued the small farms 

in such localities, at about 3/. 5^. an Irish acre ; he thinks they pay about 4/. Ibid. 

■ As to crowded localities, the occupiers of which do not pay the rent out of the produce of 
the land, Mr. Vaughan states, that in the Electoral Division of Castleknock, there are 
such localities where the occupiers pay their rent by occasional labour in the factory, and 
by the produce of gardens, called the Strawberry-beds. He valued them at sums vary- 
ing from one-third to one-fourth under the rent they pay.— /fefc/. 

Eight montlis after the rate was struck, the Guardians advertised for objections, and a 
tew alterations (about 30) were made; they do not affect the scale of Valuation.- 

Un the whole, Mr. Vaughan is of opinion, that he has valued districts occupied by larire 
tarms at about the rent paid.— /5/c/. r / 8 

By adhering to the same acreable value, in valuing small farms, his valuation in locali- 
ties where farms are small, is below the rent. Where he had valued such a farm at 
. . ’ found the tenant was paying 36/. He considers that to be a rack-rent, but believes 
It ^ paid. Ihe test of value which he has adopted is the fair rent —Ibid 

ihe rural divisions of North Dublin are stated by Mr. Vaughan to have been valued 
by him on a scale about 10 per cent, higher than that which he afterwards adopted for 
•XT® experienced such difficulties in sustaining his valuation 

in North Dublin, against the objections to it, that, in order to avoid such objections in 
oouth Dublin, he adopted a lower scale. — Ibid. 

We were able to ascertain the rating of 99 ten-pound electors of the county of Dublin, 
whose tenements are situate within the rural districts of this Union. Of these, 61 only 
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Number of the preKeiliog whose holdings 



Number of 

£10 

Electors 

whose 

Rating 

isctrtained. 



Of whom there are 
Rated at Sums 



House 
and Land 

5 Acres. 



j 50 Acres 
upwards. 



10 Acres 
upwards. 



upwards. 



upwards. 



Under £5 . . 

Under £6 . . 

Under £7 . . 

Under £8. . 

Under £9. . 

Under £10 
Under £12. 10*. 
Under £15 . 

Under £17.10*. 
Under £20 
Under £25 . 

Under £30 . 

Under £35 . 

Under £40 
At £40 and u] 
wards. ' 



Total whose ratingi 
ascertained, with I 
area of their hold- j 
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are at present entitled to vote; the remaining 38 were registered in 1832, and do not north Doblin 

appear to have since re-registered. 

It was extremely difficult to trace the names of the electors in the Poor Law books of Report. 
this Union, which very frequently omit the Christian names of the occupiers. This often ^ 10^- 

renders it impossible to identify their holdings. ' County Electors. 

The result of the comparison of the few whose rating we were enabled to ascertain 
appears from the following Tables : — 



Number of £10 
Electors 








Number of the preceding whose holdings 






re-regUiercd, 
whose rating was 
ascertained. 


Of whom there ar 
at Sums 


100 

Acresaiu 

upwards. 


50 Acres 
upwards. 


40 Acres 
and 

upwards. 


30 Acres 
upwards. 


20 Acres 
upwards. 


10 Acres 
upwards 


5 Acres 
upwards. 


Under 5 


38 . 


Under £5 . . . 

Under £6 . . . 

Under £7 . . . 

Under £8 . . . 

Under £9 . . . 

Under £10 . . 

Under £12. 10*. . 
Under £15 
Under £17. 10*. . 
Under £20 . . 

Under £25 . . 

Under £30 
Under £35 . . 

Under £40 . . 

At £40 and up- 
wards . . , 


7 

11 

11 

:• 

21 

22 

22 

23 

25 

26 
28 

10 




5 


6 


7 


8 


’i 

2 

4 

4 

6 

8 


"I 

1 

1 

2 

3 

4 
4 
4 
6 
6 
8 

9 


7 

10 

10 

10 

12 

14 

17 

18 

15 
18 
19 

19 

20 
20 

1 




Total whose rating 
ascertained, with 
areaof their hold- 
ings .... 


38 


5 


6 


7 


8 


14 


17 


21 




Registered 1833—1841. 






Not Registered 


ince 183 






Electors. 


Area. 


Valuation. 




Jlectors. 




Area. 


i 

1 


Val uat 


on. 


61 


981 l’ 3^6 


£. *. J. 

2476 1 1 




38 


59 


2' 9' 




£. *. 
1354 16 


d. 

8 


Average . . | 16 0 14 | 40 11 10 

Average Valuation per Acre, £2. 10*. 5d. 


Average ■ • | 15 2 i7 | 

Average Valuation per Acre, £2 


35 13 
5*. 6(1. 





Inquiry held nt Dublin 
on the 3rd of April and subsequent days. 



CiiAKLiiS Haig. 
Ch.4rles Kelly. 
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APPENDIX to REPORTS relative to the 



South Dublin. 
Report. 

Area and popula- 
tion. 



Rural valuator. 
City valuator. 



Assistant valuators. 



Valuation, scale 
adopted. 



Franchise of 
burgesses. 



SOUTH DUBLIN UNION. 



REPORT. 

The Union of South Dublin comprises that part of the city which lies south of the River 
Liffey, and an extensive mral district. 

The city division contains a population of 140,000, and is divided into nine wards. 

'J'he rural district comprises an area of 44,608 statute acres, and a population of 42,767: 
it is divided into seven electoral divisions. 

The first election of Guardians took place on the 13th July, 1839, and valuators were 
appointed in September in the same year. 

The valuator of the seven rural divisions was Mr. Edward Vaughan, a civil engineer and 
surveyor. 

Mr. R. Lawrenson was appointed to value the city division. He is not by profession a 
valuator, but had been employed to make a valuation of the parish of St. Mary for vestry pur- 
poses. The remuneration agreed on with him was 400/. 

Circumstances rendered great haste in making the valuation necessarj’. The Mendicity 
Institution, which had been supported by voluntary contributions, was, on the introduction of the 
Poor Relief Act, nearly abandoned by its supporters before it was possible to bring the new 
enactments into force. The Board of Guardians on their election were under the necessity 
of taking immediate steps for declaring a rate to meet the emergency'. 

The Board accordingly required the valuator of the city district, and also the valuator of 
tile rural divisions, to complete their respective valuations within three months. — (Appendix, 
Extracts frffm Minute Book.~) 

However desirable for the sake of uniformity that the same individual should value all the 
tenements in the city division, it was necessary, for the purpose of speedily accomplishing the 
work, that it should be divided amongst a number of persons. 4'he city valuator therefore 
obtained leave to appoint seven assistants. Two of those persons were professional valuators, 
one being a surveyor and the other a builder. The others were not professional valuators. 
The city was distributed into parts; the valuator and his seven assistants divided themselves 
into four pairs, who proceeded to value simultaneously in different quarters. An attempt was 
made to preserve uniformity by changing the distribution of the assistants. 

The valuator sought for and obtained a short extension of time, and finally gave in the valu- 
ation of the city with a declaration, that it was true, according to the best of his skill and 
knowledge. — (Appendix, Extracts from Minute Book.') 

This first valuation, previous to the revision which it afterwards underwent, effected as it had 
been by various hands, and less accurate than those of many other Unions, was similar in 
some of its features to other valuations under the Poor Relief Act. It was, generally speak- 
ing, on a low scale, and the smaller class of tenements were more undervalued than the 
large. Houses of which the rent paid was 15/. arid 20/. were, in many instances, valued at 
7/. IOj., and even lower.' — (Appendix, Evidence of Mr. Gavin and Mr. Shannon.) 

The mode in which this first valuation was made was stated in the following manner by 
Mr. Gaynor, who is a professional valuator, and had been employed as an assistant : — 

“If a house would let to a solvent tenant for 60/. a-year, w’ould value that at about 50/. In 
speaking of a house let to a solvent tenant for 60/. a-year, supposes the tenant to repair, and 
the letting to be on lease. 

“ If a house would let for 30/. a-year to a solvent tenant who would repair, would value 
that at about 25/. 

“ If a house was let to a solvent tenant for 10/., and that it lets by rack-rent in separate 
tenements for 20/., would value it something under 10/., say 71. IOj., according to the locality. 

If a house was let to a solvent tenant for 10/., and that it sets by rack-rent for 15/., would 
value that something under the other. 

“ In speaking ofthe above houses as let to solvent tenants for 10/., means that the tenant 
should be bound to repair. 

“ If a tenement, not calculated to be divided into separate tenements, were let to a solvent 
tenant for 10/., would value it at about 71. IOj. 

“ The greater number of the tenements in Luke’s parish, Catherine’s parish, and great part 
of James's parish are let to tenants at a rent of about 10/. That is a general amount at 
which the rent is fixed in those parishes for that class of tenements. Is sure that he valued 
more than 1000 such tenements. Valued those at about 11. 10s. each, according to the 
locality. Where a house was in very bad repair, although it might be let for 10/., would 
probably value it at 5/. 

“Thinks that the time was too short to make a good valuation. To value 30 or 40 houses 
is a good day's work to do it well. Thinks the smallest day’s work he did during the valu- 
ation was from 80 to 100. Was about three months at it, but not constantly ; had other pro- 
fessional business to attend to, and after he commenced, he heard he was not lo be paid by the 
Board.” 

At the period of tliis valuation the Municipal Corporation Bill had then been for several 
years before Parliament : it made the franenise of the burgesses of DubUn depend on a value 
ation to Poor Rate to the amount of 10/. 

The effect of the low scale of value which had been adopted was seen when the valuation 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




VALUATIONS for POOR RATES, IRELAND. 



259 



came to be inspected. by the Guardians. It was found that a great number of persons who 
would be entitled to be registered as burgesses of Dublin under the Municipal Bill would be 
excluded in consequence of their tenements being rated at sums under 10^. Complaints were 
made of the valuation and of the valuator on that ground, and there were also some objections 
on the ground of inequality in the valuation of particular tenements. 

On the 1st February, 1840, the Board passed the following resolutions : — 

1. “That the clerk do procure 100 objection papers, and that all objections to the valuation 
be entered in pencil upon those papers, filed and submitted to the Board upon the days to be 
appointed for the consideration of objections. 

2. “ That the city valuator’s assistant, Mr. Seton, be requested to attend tlie meetings of the 
Board on such days as they shall appoint, until they shall have disposed of all objections to the 
valuation.” — (Appendix, Extracts from Minute Book.) 

On the 3d March, 1840, the Board proceeded to take into consideration the objections to the 
valuation, and the following resolutions were passed : — 

1. “ That the Guardians of the several wards be requested to visit their wards, attended by 
the valuator or by a person competent to discharge the duty appointed by the valuator, for the 
purpose of informing themselves in cases where objections have been taken to the valuation ; 
and that the Guardians of the College Ward do proceed to-morrow to the parishes of St. 
Mark’s and St. Ann's, and that tliey do report to the Board on Friday the result of their 
inspection. 

2. “That the Board is of opinion tliat the Guardians should, in their visits of inspection to 
the warcL, intimate their desire to receive information as to cases where persons have been rated 
below the value of their holdings, or where a valuation has been omitted; and tluxt in such 
cases the Guardians be requested to sign a formal objection on these grounds, in order that each 
case may be considered by the Board at theh meeting. 

3. “ That the clerk do receive any objections to the valuation which shall be sent in before the 
Guardians proceed to visit their wards or electoral divisions. 

4. “That the copy made of the valuation of each ward be given to the Guardians for their 
assistance during their investigation. 

5. “ That the chairman write to the Commissioners of Police, requesting that they would 
allow the Board the use of their valuation books in revising the valuation.” 

On the 6th March, the Board proceeded to take into consideration theobjections to the valu- 
ation in St. Mark's and St. Ann’s parishes, and on the same day passed the following reso- 
lution : — 

“ That it be an instruction to Mr. Seton, the assistant valuator, and the Guardians accom- 
panying him, that they value any property which may have been omitted; and that they also 
report on all property which they consider undervalued.” 

On the l‘2th March the Board passed a resolution, “ That the city valuator be requested to 
appoint two or more persons with Mr. Seton, to assist the Guardians in examining into the 
objections.” 

During the revision the Board sat from day to day as an open Committee. The Guardians 
of each ward, and the assistant valuator who accompanied them, reported the alterations made 
by them in the valuation ; and it appears that the Board always adopted the alterations if the 
Guardian of the w'ard and the assistant valuator agreed on their propriety. — (Appendix, Evi- 
dence of Mr. Gavin and Mr. Shannon.) 

The valuation of many houses was altered during this revision. The valuation of some were 
reduced, and that of a great number was raised from sums under 10^ to lOf. and upwards. 
The House of Lords afterwards called for a return of these alterations, which was furnished by 
the Board. 

The following table shows the effect of this revision on the different classes of tenements 
which were then brought under the consideration of the Board: — 



Houses originally valued at Sums 


Number 
taken into 
coiisidera- 


Of which there were i 


Raised. 


Lowered. 


Left unai- 


Under £10 


314 


264 


19 


31 


£10 and under £20 . . . 


129 


14 


72 


43 


£20 and under £30 . . . 


111 


3 


70 


38 


£30 and under £50 


192 


6 


123 


63 


£50 and upwards . . . 


296 


12 


153 


131 


Total . . . 


1042 


299 


437 


306 



The Board subsequently passed the following resolution : — 

“ That the valuation of the u'avds of the South Duljlin Union having been carefully revised 
by the several Guardians of these wards, accompanied by Mr. Lawrenson or his assistants, 
it appears to this Board that such valuation is generally correct and creditable to Mr. 
Lawrenson." — (Appendix, Extracts from Minute Book.) 



On the 2d of April, 1840, the first rate was struclc, on the valuation as revised. 

The Board found it necessary again to employ the valuator to value new propwty, and to 



South Dublin. 
Report. 



Proceedings to 
revise the valuation. 



Resolutions of the 
Board. 



First revision. 



Rate struck. 
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re-value such property as might be referred to him, and on the 13th of JuR passed a resolu- 
tion to that effect. 

On the 3rd of September, 1840, the following letter from the city valuator was entered on 
the Minutes of the Board : — ‘ 

“ Sir, — I n obedience to your resolution of July 13, requiring from me a valuation of the 
new property in the city division, I proceeded to make a valuation of the same, and in the 
course of this labour observed very painfully that much of the property of the late valuation 
was considerably undervalued by some of my late assistants; the parish of St. Peter pre- 
sented a very remarkable want of judgment on the part of the valuators, and I have to report 
that I applied myself to a revision of this entire parish, which I beg now to submit to your 
Board, My remarks will be found in pencilling opposite to the figures of the late valuation. 

“I have also to report that an entire revision is indispensable to a correct valuation in 
those places and parishes where the assistants already alluded to had .the misfortune to 
have visited. Any further explanation you may require will be given by 

Your obedient servant, 

R. Lawrenson.” 

A general revision of the valuation of the city district was accordingly undertaken by Mr 
Lawrenson, without assistants, the effect of which is thus stated by him : 

“ The effect of the second revision was a great increase of the valuation, believes to the- 
amomit of 24,000/. ; that includes some new houses which had not before been valued. The 
new property amounted to about 9,000/.; that was property which was not in a sufficient 
state of forwardness to be rated at the time of the first rate. The other 15,000/. was the 
result of the alteration of former valuation. Thinks that the revision has affected some locali- 
ties more than others. It has affected Catharine’s ward, Andrew’s ward, Patrick’s ward,, 
and the Castle ward more than the rest. Attributes that to the want of judgment in the 
assistant valuators who valued those wards. Found that they had valued all classes of 
property too low, both the higher class and the lower class. The errors were chiefly confined 
to property from 60/. down. Found houses valued at 5/., which had so remained at the 
time of the first rate, notwithstanding the first revision, and which he has since raised to 20/ 
There are a good many such instances. There are many instances of houses originally valued 
at 5/., and which were not altered at. the revision, which he has since raised to 10/., 12/., and 
15/. Believes the reason why those houses were not rabed at the time of the first revision 
was, that there was no^ objection, as he was informed, by the guardians and assistant valuators. 

“ In the second revision has raised a great number of houses of all clas.ses, and lowered a 
ffood number; thinks the alterations apply equally to all classes in St. Catherine’s, St. 
Andrews, and the Castle ward. Thinks he reduced more in James’s than increased. Has 
reduced some of all classes ; has reduced some which were originally valued by Gaynor at 
1 0/. to 8/. 

The higher class of houses in James’s parish are not so marketable as the lower class 
and for that reason they are not so liighly valued. A house let at 20/. to a solvent tenant 
who could pay taxes and repairs, would be valued at 15/. or 16/. Houses from 25/. upwards 
have not maintained a proportionate letting value. 

" Thinks that a house set at 10/. to a solvent tenant, who would pay taxes and repairs, is 
valued at 71. IOj. Thinks there are large numbers of persons who are registered as 10/ 
householders, and pay 10/. rent, who are rated at sums under 10/. ; some at 6/., 71. 10^., and 
8/.; some of them are rated at 10/.” 

The following Table shows the effect of the second revision on the different classes of tene- 
ments which appear from the Revision Book to have been taken into consideration bv Mr. 
Lawrenson : — 



Houses which stood valued after the 
first revision at Sums 


Total Number 
which appears 
from the 
Revision Book 
to have been 
taken into 
consideration. 


Of which there were 


Raised. 


Lowered. 


Left 

unaltered. 


Under £10 


2,851 


1,311 


210 




At £10 and under £20 . . 


2,833 








At £20 and under £30 . 


1,494 


316 






At £30 and under £50 . . 


1,928 


333 


260 




At £50 and upwards . . 


2,415 


150 


273 


1,992 


Total. . 


11,521 


3,099 


1,247 


7,175 



. September, 1840, the following resolution was passed ; — “ That the valua- 

tion of the South City Electoral Division, as revised by Mr. Lawrenson, be received and 
confirmed by the Board.” A sum of 50/. was paid to Mr. Lawrenson for this revision. 

We were furnished with 105 instances of rents paid by persons occupying houses in different 
wards at the south side of the city, vyhich will be found at length in the Appendix. In none 
of these instances is the valuation higher than the rent. In three instances it is the same 
as the rent. In all the others it is considerably below the rent. The following Table will 
exhibit the relation of the valuation to the rent in the instances ascertained in the several 
wards : — 
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return ol all the tenements in the Union valued at suras from 5^. to 10^. 
Ii the sums at which they had been previously valued for the purpost 
The result of that comparison will appear from the following Table : — 



Of whom there 



previously valued fo Police Tax at the following Sums* 



.Vuiaher .valued to 
Poor Sale at the 
following Sums.* 



In the Appendix w-e have inserted a Table exhibiting the result of the comparison more 
in detail. 

The police valuation above referred to in general followed that called Sherrard’s valuation, 
made under 5 Geo. IV., c. 118, for the puiposes of grand jury cess. It was generally con- 
sidered a high valuation. 

The following is a comparison of the Poor Law valuation of five streets of different classes Comparison of ditto 
with other valuations hialion!‘“ 



Parish in which situatei 



Street containing private 
bouses . . . 

1st class shop street 
2nd class shop street 
Poor street . . 

Ditto .... 



St. Peter. 

St. Andrew & f 
St. Werbiirgh. 
St. Mark. 

St. Audeon. 



The valuation to ministers’ money has long been complained of as unequal. 

“ compared the Poor Law valuation with former valuations of the city of Dublin, takin| 
them by parishes. The following Table will show the result : — 



Comparison of Four 
Valuations; by 
parishes. 



Sherrard's 
Valuation under 
5 G. 4, c. 118. 



Ministui-s' 

Money.f 



Valuation. 



Parishes. 



1. St. Andrew ..... 

2. St, Anne ...... 

3. St. Audeon 

4. Si. Bridget • > . . . 

5. St. Catherine 

6. St. James 

7. St. John ...... 

8. St. Luke 

9. St. Mark ...... 

10. St. Michael ..... 

11. Si. Nicholas within . • • 

12. St. Nicholas without . • 

13. St. Patrick (exfrc-paroi;hia!) . 

14. St. Peter (city part of) . . 

15. St. Werburgh 

llj. St. Mary, Donnybrook (partof) 



46,022 0 
56,812 10 
19.300 0 
23,377 10 
31,921 0 
13,176 0 
9,846 10 
7,604 0 
38,592 0 
3,670 0 
3,929 10 
18,226 10 
3,027 10 
124,865 10 
11,602 10 
Not valued. 



* Both in the Poor Law valuation of the city district of this Union and in Ihe Police Valuation, houses are valued at 
ims of 5/., 6/,, 74, 74 10s., 84, &c., and none appear valued at any broken sums beneath these amounts, 
t According to Sherrard's return of the valuation to ministers’ money. 
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Annual Value. 


u. Name of Street. 


Ministers’ c-v i, 

Manuy.t SI™'!’-- 


Police. Poor Law. 




£. t. d. £. s. d. 


£. s. d. £. s. d. 


3? Menion-street Upper . 


957 0 10 4,410 0 0 


4,480 0, 0 3,770 Q 0 


40 Westmorland-street . 


1,079 17 1 4,405 0 0 


4,405 0 0 4,260 0 0 


53 Castle-street . . . 


1,132 1 8 3,455 0 0 


3,338 0 0 2,652 0 0 


39 Boyne-street . . . 


76 13 4 241 10 0 


274 0 0 255 0 0 


19 Island-street . . . 


39 14 2 124 0 0 


156 10 0 140 10 0 



Ward. 


Number 
of Cases. 


Rent. 


Valuation. 


Relation of 
Rent to Valuation. 


College . 


8 


£. s. d. 
483 0 0 


£. s. d. 
317 0 0 




Merrion. . 


7 


308 6 2 


257 10 0 




Stephen’s . 


1 


160 0 0 


112 0 0 




Andrew’s 


17 


896 0 0 


632 10 0 




Castle . . . 


S 


317 12 0 


227 0 0 




Patrick’s . . 


48 


1,078 11 7 


736 0 0 




Audeon's . , 


4 


124 0 0 


80 0 0 




Catherine’s . .. 


3 


112 16 0 


70 0 0 


As 100 to 62.' 


James’s . . .. 


9 


220 0 0 


140 10 0 


As 100 to 64. 






A Return oflO/. Householders in North and South Dublin, registered in 1840;* 




I num of the valuation of doctors regi^teved m 1S40, those resident in the part of the city in the Norih 
wwl ^ distinguished from those ju the South. A summary of all the electors for the city of Dublin 

whose rating was ascertained by referring to the books of both Unions; will be found in the Appendix, page 402 b. 
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A Return of 10^. Freeholders and Leaseholders in North and South Dublin, registered REPoar 
in 1840:* — 




Mr. Vaughan, the valuator of the rural divisions, was during the same period engaged in Rural districts, 
valuing the North Dublin Union. The period during which lie was engaged in the valuation 
of both Unions was two months; the time agreed on was three, but he was a month of 
that time absent on professional busine^. He went on alternate days to the North and South 
Dublin Umons. He was obliged to employ assistants. They went over the Union and num- 
bered the tenements on the map ; inquired the names of the occupiers and owners ; entered 
them in the field-books, and made such other observations and inquiries as they considered 
would be of use in setting a value on the tenements. The assistant employed in the Rathmines 
and Donnybrook electors divisions, in which there is much house property, was an architect. 

Having made this preliminary survey, that a^stant accompanied the valuator, and pointed out 
the localities of the various holdings, and their advantages and disadvantages. They valued in 
that way about 400 houses a-day. 

The value of the property in the rural districts of the Union is affected throughout its whole Classification of 
extent by its vicinity to Dublin, and the classes of property it contains are so various and pe« 
culiar, that it was necessary to apply different rules of valuation to many of them. 

The classes of property valued were stated by Mr. Vaughan as follows : — 

] . Villa property. 

2. Land used for agricultural purposes, but the value of which is enhanced by being in the 
vicinity of house or villa property (including building ground). 

3. Localities occupied by large farms. 

4. Localities occupied by small farms of a size sufficient to support a family. 

5. Crowded localities. 

6. “ Townfields ’’ round the villages of Donnybrook, Rathmines, Rathfarnham, and part of 
Palmerstown. 

7. Houses in towns and villages. 

8. Mills and factories. 



9. Mountain districts, about 10,000 acrt 



Mr. Vaughan’s mode of valuing “ villa property” is stated in his evidence as to the rural Valuation ofbuild- 
districts of North Dublin. (See Appendix, North Dublin.) *“8 ground. 

He states that he valued the 2nd of tlie above classes of property as agiicultural ground and 
not as building ground : “ he knows land to be let for 20/. which is valued at 6/. 12j. The 
person who pays that 20/. an acre does so on the speculation of letting it for building ground ; 
but for agricultural purposes it is only worth 6/. 12j. ; was desired to value it in that way by 
the Guardians and the Commissioners. (Appendix, South Dublin — Evidence of Mr. Vaughan. ) 

The following extracts from Mr. Vaughan’s evidence will explain the principles adopted by 
him in valuing localities occupied by large farms : — 

“ The large farmers complained of the valuation, which came nearer to the rents they paid Large farms, 
than the valuation of holdings near Dublin. Did not go so near the letting value in the South 
Dublin Union as he had done in the North. Land of the same quality on the south side lets 
higher than on the north ; valued it at the same acreable rate ; knew that tlie effect of this was 
to make it more under the letting value, but did so to lessen the number of objections, having 
had experience of the difficulty of maintaining a valuation which comes near the letting value. 

Taking the valuation of a farm of 100 acres occupied solely for agricultural purposes, and not 
with a'view to its being ever used as building ground ; and supposing it let at the utmost rent that 
a solvent tenant would pay, thinlis that the valuation is about one-sixth low'er. Thinks tliat on 
the Marquis of Lansdowne’s and Sir C. Domviile’s property the valuation comes up to their 
rents. Thinks that when a solvent tenant agrees to pay the utmost value, he does not intend to 
keep the farm in its present condition ; thinks that his valuation is a little under tlie utmost that 
mio-ht be obtained from a solvent tenant nho n ould Iceep the farm in its present condition. ’ 

“ He valued small holdings according to the same acreable value as that fixed on by him Localities occupied 
for large farms; he would coiisider it a very cruel principle to cliarge the small holders nith a by small tarms. 
higher valuation rnerely because their necessities oblige them to pay a higher rent.” (Ap- 
pendix, South Dublin — Evidence of Mr. Vaughan.) 

Mr. Vaughan considers that his valuation of house property in towns and villages is within 
one-lburth of the rent, and that if the taxes, repairs, and insurance which are in general paid by ^ 

the tenant were deducted, his valuation ivould be ivithin about one-sixth of the rent so reduced. 

“ He thinks that his valuation of shops in the suburban villages is witliin a sixth of the rent Shops. 



» In the relmnof the valuation of electors legisferetl in 1840, those resident in the part of the city in the North 
Dublin Union are not distinguislied from those in the South. A summary of all the electors for the city ol Dublin 
whose rating was ascertained by referring to the books of both Unions, will be found in the Appendix. 
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paid, reduced by the amount of taxes, repaire, and insurance. He considers he is as near the 
)-ent in the valuation of shops ^ in that of private houses. He is aware that in the city there is 
a ^eater difference between the valuation and the rent of shops than between the valuation and 
fere houses, but he thinks that in his own valuation lie lias not made any such dif- 

'' There is ” he says, " a greater difference between the rent and the valuation of houses in 
towns and villages occupied by the poorer classes than between the rent and the valuation of 
houses ol a_ higher class. The persons who occupy those houses pay a weekly rent, and neither 
repair nor insure ; the rent is very precarious, and takes trouble to collect. Is aware that there 

a class oj persons who make it a sort of business to let such houses. They look after the 
tenants and get the rents paid, arid those rents so paid are extravagantly high, but it is an un- 
desirable sort oi property m which respectable people do not like to he concerned. Those 
S™F£”Lr)** ™ (ArranDix. South Dublin— Be!*nce of 

Speaking of the mountain districts, Mr. Vaughan states "There is a great extent of 
mountain ; about 15,000 acres in the electoral divisions of Tallaght and Whitechurch A groat 
portion of It IS melosed and let at an acreable rent. The pai-t which is not inclosed is graaod 
in ootnmon. The skii-ts of the mountain are inclosed, and each tenant has liberty ovir the 
mountain m proportion to the extent of his ai-able rent. Those farms range from five to fifteen 
acres of arable. The rents which they pay is about 11. an acre for the arable with the right 
over the mountain. Tins applies particularly to Mr. Cobbe's estate: had ills rental while 
malcmg the rainrton. From the way m which it is held it was impossible to mai-k the 
boondanea of the holdings on the Ordnance maps. The estate is held in ruvdeat, that is, there 
may bo twenty occupiers of one field, each holding a few ridges; and it is the same with all 
the fields which may be m tillage m a townland. Where a field which has been tilled becomes 
laid down again m grass, it becomes common to the whole. W'as- obliged to adopt Mr. Cobbe’s 
rental, ihought his rent was a fair one. Found an estimate of the value of the whole town- 
land, and Mmpared it with the total of his rent-roll for that townland. The estate is held at 
will and the county cess is paid by the landlord. Believes that the landlord could get a higher 
rent lor the land ; supposes he could get 10 per cent, more- from a solvent tenant Thinks a 
valuation is correct li it amounts to a fair rent between landlord and tenant, even though a 
higlicr rent may ho got fi-om a solvont tenant It would ho impossible to maintain a v-alultion 
agimst the objections which would be made to it if it went up to the utmost that could be 
obtained from a solvent tenant.’ (Appendix, South Dublin, Vaughan.') 

The revision of the rural ^visions was performed by a committee of inspection for each 
(hvision, consisting of the Guardians for the division. They went round with the valuators and 
V isited the tenements, the valuation of which was objected to. Each committee of inspection was 
supposed to consist of tlie two Guardians for the division, but only one actually went round to 
visit the tenements. The Guardians of two divisions, Clondalkin and Tallaght, held public 
meetings of the rate-payers and objectors. There were about 200 objections sent in relating to 
the valuation of the rural districts, but after the tenements liad been inspected, not more Sian 
tliirty were reduced. 

Six or eight months after the rate was struck, the Board inserted an advertisement in the 
newspapers, calling on any person who had complaints to make of the valuation to send in 
objections. About thirty objections were sent in accordingly, which were refen-ed to Mr 
Vaughan to report on. 

The valuator was also dn-ected to value a considerable number of houses, the building of 
nlnch had been completed smee the original valuation. This revision afleoted only the hew 
b nildinp and the valuation., to vvh.eli the objeetions had been taken. Mr. Vaughan stated to 
Uiit no general revision of the valuation of the rural disti-icts was intended or required, and 
Vaujhln“^ considered the scale fair enough.” (Appendix, South Dublin— .Ei»'*nce of 

Mr. Arabin the^ chali-man of the Board, and an elected Guardian for one of the rural 
Elusions IS of opinion that fire valuation of the rural divisions is below the actual rent paid 
upon late lettings ; he mentioned one uisfance of a demesne which was let upon a lease a iear 
MiT° 7 ”1° *1011 a fine of 7001. or 8001. was paid. The valuation is 

S toted, hi, b the fine into consideration that demesne is let high. 

De stated that the valuation had in general given satisfaction. ^ 

Somh niral division of 

^ ? Compmng the valuation ol these two Unions, he says " The valuation of Cel- 
It iVfo m ,n fo'isions are concerned, rs considerably higher than that of South Dublin, 

the Stb s “,b^\p ''to™ ®‘““ **”* Celbriclge Union was valued 

, h f ® to*" oi™ faluation, seeing that 

tofenavto ri Tf ■T»ki”g »f *6 rural divisions. Considers that the 

Ss b t ll" 7' generally better satisfied with a low valuation than a high one; 

thruntos “f™” h- »l»rlence of both 

of the eiectors in the Poor Law Books of this 
Union, vih ch veiq frequently omit the Christian names of the occupiers. This often rendei-s 
It impossible to identify their tenements. ^ .uis oiien renoei-s 

ing^TabiS”— “"”1’“™ of those whose rating was ascertained appeai-s from the foUow- 
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Electors 

whose 

Rating 

asceitainct 


iNumber of tlie 
preceding Rated at 
Sums 


100 

Acres am 
upwards 


50 Acres 
upwards 


40 Acres 
and 

upwards 


30 Acres 
upwards 


20 .Acres 
upwards 


10 .Acres 
upwards 


upwards 


House, or 


100 / 


Under £5. 

Under £6 , . 

Under £7 . . 
Under £8. . 

Under £9. , 

Under £10 . 

Under £12. 10«. 
Under £15 
Under £17. 10*. 
Under £20 . 

Under £25 , 

Under £30 . 

Under £35 • 

Under £40 . 

At £40 and up 
wards. 




6 

10 

12 

12 

14 

16 

26 

33 

40 

42 

49 

56 

64 

69 

31 




. 


'i 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

8 


'1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

11 


*i 

1 

2 

2 

2 

14 


I 

1 

4 

4 

7 

7 

7 

7 

16 


’i 

1 

6 

11 

11 

15 

16 
17 

17 

18 


i 

1 

7 

g 

12 

12 

16 

17 

18 
18 
19 


6 

10 < 

12 

13 

13 

15 

19 

23 

28 

30 

33 

39 

46 

51 

12 




Total whose rating -i 
ascertained, withi 
areaoftheirhold-j 
iugs . , . .J 


100 


1 


9 


12 


16 


23 


35 


37 


63 



South Dublin. 

Report. 
t — — 

Classification or 
acreage of lOf. 
county electors 



The total area in statute acres comprised in the tenements of the 100 10^. electors whose 
rating was ascertained, is 1413a. 2r. 4p., and the amount of their valuations 3840^. 2s. 8<^. 
being an average of 14a. Or. 21p. for each tenement, valued on an average at 21. 14^ Ad ner 
acre. ° • • f 



Inquiry held at Dublin, 28th March, 1841, and 
subsequent days. 



CPIARLES HAIG. 
CHARLES KELLY. 
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Report.' 
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in this country. 
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Proceedinss of 
Board for tile pur- 
pose of coiTecting 
and revising valua- 
tion. 



REPORT. 

Thi: Union of Cork, wliicli comprises the entire of the county of the city of Cork, and portions 
of the baronies of Kerricurrihy, Barretts, East Muslvcrry, Ban-ymore, and Fermoy, in the 
county of Cork, extends over an area of 142,688 statute acres, and contains a population of 
158,339, according to the census of 1831. 

The union, which was declared on the '3d April, 1839, consists of 14 electoral divisions. 
There are 1 3 ex*oificio, and 40 elected guardians, of u’hom 20 are elected for the city of Cork 
electoral division, which is divided into 12 wards. 

At the first meeting of the Board of Guardians, held on the 4th of June, 1840, it was resolved 
that a committee of nine should be constituted for the purpose of conferring with the Assistant 
Commissioner upon the most effective steps for insui-ing the completion ol' the valuation of all 
assessable propei'ty, and the declaration of the workhouse of the Union, at the earliest period 
consistent with the forms prescribed by the Act of Parliament, and the order of the Poor Law 
Commissioners. And at a subsequent meeting, held on 1st July, 1 839, it was resolved that 
this committee should be requested to superintend the valuation of the Union, and the allocation 
of the remuneration to the valuatoi-s; and that so soon as the services of the superintending 
valuators should be requb-ed to check the value of any portion of the Union, the committee 
should forthwith instruct them to proceed to discliarge that duty. 

A t the second meeting of the Board, held on the l/th of June, 1839, three superintendents 
and 12 valuators were appointed, in pursuance of a recommendation from the Valuation Com- 
mittee. Amongst these valuators the. Union was apportioned into four districts, the city elec- 
toral division being divided into two, and the rural divisions into two other valuation districts, to 
each of which three valualors were assigned. I was only able to procure the attendance of four 
of the gentlemen who had originally acted as valuatoi-s. Tvv'o of tliese, Messrs. William 
Halanan and John Ahem, had, in conjunction with Mr. John Haynes, valued seven of the rural 
electoral divisions of the Union, viz., Blarney. Inniscarra, Grehagh, Whitechurch, Carnarar, 
Rathcooney, and Kilquane. The other two, Messrs. John Barry, and Daniel Foley, had, in 
conjunction with Mr. Nicholas White, valued one half of the city of Cork electoral division, 
comprising the vvai-ds of Glanmire, Mansion House, St. Finn Barr’s, Cornmarket, Bishopstown^ 
and Blackrock. 

Mr. Halanan had previously valued the parish of Ballinora, in the south liberties of Cork, 
and some townlands in the county. Mr. Ahern is a farmer, and resides within three miles of 
Cork. Mr. Haynes had been a tithe proctor for a considerable time. Mr. Barry is a builder 
by profession, and has a number of houses in the city. Mr. Foley is an extensive manufacturer, 
and has also built extensively in the city of Cork. Mr. White was extensively eno-at^ed in 
agricultural business, and had acted as agent and overseer for several properties in the 
neighbourhood of the city. 

The only documents furnished to the valuators were the Poor Law Commissioners’ circular 
on valuation and rating, and the county cess applotraent, which they merely used to ascertain 
the extent of the different holdings, but they could not rely on it at all as to value. 

The inquiries made by the valuators in the rural districts on visiting each tenement were as 
to its boundaries and extent, and the names of the occupant and immediate landlord. In the 
city electoral division the valuators inquired into the extent of the premises, the names of the 
real occupant and landlord, the rent, and whether any and what fine had been paid, or im- 
provements made by the tenant. The valuators had in no instance entered the amount of the 
rent payable by the tenants in their field books. 

The standard of value adopted in the rural districts was, what, in the opinion of the valuators, 
each tenement was worth to a solvent tenant, reserving a reasonable remuneration for capital, 
time, and labour, and was struck at the rate of prices of farming produce at the time of the 
valuation. The standard adopted by the valuators in the city was not the rack-rent, but the 
fair rent which a solvent tenant could affoi'd to pay aftei’ deducting repairs, rates, and taxes. 
No allowance was made either in the rural or city divisions for any profit to be derived by the 
tenant rom the occupation. 

Farms of 60 acres and upwards were most prevalent in the portion of the Union valued by 
Messrs. Halanan, Ahern, and tlaynes, and in applying their standard they pnt a higher 
\'aluc on small farms on which there were houses than on large farms. 

In the rural districts the valuators valued houses and lands separately, even when occupied 
together. 

The city valuators estimated the value of each house according to its state of repair and its 
locality; they estimated local advantages and disadvantages from their own general know'- 
ledge of the city and liberties, and the value of houses and tenements in the different streets 
and districts. 

The valuation having been completed on the 20th of October, 1839, at a meeting of the 
Board of Guardians, held on the 23d of October following, it was resolved that notice should be 
givenof the intention of the guardians to sit from 12 till 4 o’clock daily, for the purpose of receiv- 
ing suggestions as to the valuation on the part of the public, who were invited to attend ; and 
notice was thereby directed to be given by the clerk of the Union, that the rate was intended 
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to be made with as little delay as possible, and that the books were then open for inspection. 
A notice having been accordingly published in pursuance of this ]-esolution, tile Board of 
Guardians met on the 28th of October following, for the purpose of hearing objections to the 
valuation. They commenced with the Cork electoral division, and sat daily until the 2d of 
December following, examining into and deciding on the several objections in that and the 
other electoral divisions. (See extracts from minute-book. Appendix.! After hearing the 
objections, and examining the objectors and the valuators, the Board of Guardians either dis- 
missed the objection, or directed the valuators to revisit the tenements, and to reconsider their 
valuation, which the valuators accordingly did; and if they still retained their original opinion, 
the valuation was confirmed, the Board of Guardians in no instance taking upon themselves 
to alter the valuation without the valuator’s consent. (See Messrs. Barry and Foley’s evi- 
dence, Appendix.) 

At a meeting of the Board, held on the 3d of December, 1839, it was resolved, that, the 
necessity for procuring a rate to supply the immediate wants of the poor in this Union, 
having coerced the Board to limit the valuators to a period of time for valuing the Union, 
not quite sufficient for effecting a full, equal, or satisfactory valuation thereof ; in order to 
satisfy the public mind, and prevent the numerous appeals which would be olhenvise made, 
the Board should take immediate measures to effect, before a second rate, a full revision of 
the entire Union ; and that an application should be made to the Poor Law Commissioners 
to aid the Board in appointing three competent persons to act jointly in such revision, such 
appointment to be but for one year. At a subsequent meeting, held on the 16th March, 1840, 
it was resolved that only two persons should be appointed I'or the purpose of revising the 
valuation ; and again, on the 20th of April following, that three persons not theretofore 
employed should be chosen for revaluing the entire property in all the electoral divisions of 
the Union; but no appointment took place until it became necessary to make a second rate, 
which was struck upon the original valuation. However, on the 31st of August following, in 
pursuance of a resolution passed on the previous Board day, that only one permanent officer 
should be appointed to revise the valuation of the Union, Mr. Timothy Lane, who has been a 
collector of grand-jury cess within the liberties of Cork since July, 1836, was appointed, at a 
salary of 120^. per annum. His duties were defined by the Board as follows : — 

1. To investigate all objections made by rate-payers to the valuation of their own property. 

2. To investio'ate all objections made by rate-payers in reference to the valuation of the 
property of other parties. 

3. To revise the valuation of each district as the Board might direct. 

4. 'J'o assist in making out the rate-books. 

5. To fix a value on ail new buildings as they became inhabited, and improvements and 
deteriorations in the property of the Union. 

G. To attend at the trial of the appeals. 

7. To attend at the Board-room for the above purposes whenever the guardians should 
direct. 

8. To report on all those subjects to the Board, from time to time, as occasion might arise. 

At a meeting of the Board, held on 19th October, 1840, a committee of five was appointed 

to arrange and direct the manner in which the revision of the valuation of the Union should 
bs proceeded with; and the revising officer was directed to report, from week to week, to the 
committee the progress made in such committee;, and the committee were directed to report 
each week to the Board. 

Mr. Lane stated that the original valuation of the rural districts of the Union had given 
very general satisfaction, and that he had been only called on in very few instances to revise it ; 
but that he had been very frequently called on by rate-payers in the city, complaining of an 
excessive valuation. In most of the places visited, he had left the value as it was ; in some 
instances he had lowered it, and in a very few increased it. The standard of value which he 
had adopted was what a solvent tenant could fairly afford to pay for the premises. His 
valuation of the entire Union is now complete ; and a notice was given, on the 29th of March, 
1841, of its being open to the inspection of the rate-payers, and of the intention of the Board 
of Guardians to make a new rate, pursuant to such valuation. 

Messrs. Halanan and Ahern stated tliat the only instances in which they had instituted a 
comparison between their valuation and the rent, was with respect to three or four farms in the 
townlands of Lisart and Drumbee ; the result of which was, that the amount of the rent, as 
stated to them by the tenants, was double the amount of such valuation ; and that the valu- 
ation, generally, was su]>posed to be below the rent. Messrs. Barry and Foley stated that 
they had instituted a comparison between the valuation set by them upon each tenement, and 
the rent actually paid, whenever they could ascertain it correctly ; the result of which was, 
that their valuation was about 15 per cent, higher than the old county cess valuation, but was 
in general lower than the rent. Mr. Lane had instituted no comparison between the valu- 
ation and the rent, as he considered it impossible to ascertain correctly the rents actually pmd 
by the rate-payers within the Union. — (See Evidence of Valuators, Appendix.) 

Messrs. Halanan and Ahern stated that the most usual mode of letting lands, in the part of 
the Union valued by them, is from year to year; that Lord Middleton, who is the greatest 
landed proprietor in the Union, has not granted any leases since he came into possession of 
the estate, though a great portion of it has fallen out of lease; that Mr. Jeffries, of Blarney, 
is in the habit of granting leases for a term of only five years ; but that Captain Rogers, 
Mrs. Puxley, Mr. Atkins, and Mr. Putland, who are owners of several townlands in that part 
of the Union, grant leases to their tenants for three lives, or 31 yeai’s. Mr. Timothy Lane 
stated that, from his knowledge of the mode of letting lands in this part of the country, he 
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considered there was a growing disinclination, on the part of landlords, to grant new leases on 
the expii-ation of the old ones, and that he believed there was an anxiety on their part to let 
their lands from year to year, according to the English system. 

The number of 10^. electors of the county of Cork at present entitled to vote, whose ratiiur 
I was enabled to ascertain, was 75. Of those, — ° 

2 are rated under bl. 

4 „ under 6^. 

4 „ under 71. 

6 „ under 8^. 

7 „ under ‘dl. 

8 „ under 10^. 



In addition, I ascertained the rating of 54 persons who had registered a 10^. franchise 
out of tenements situate within this Union in 1832, but had not since renewed their registries. 
Their names, with the acreable extent of their holdings, and the amounts at which they are 
rated, will be found in the Appendix to this Report. 

ascertained the rating ofl751 persons at present entitled to vote for the City of Cork 
Electors. ’ ^ as 10/. householders. Thefollowingis a classificationof theirtenements according to amount of 

rating : — 



Number of 
£10 Electors of 
the City of 
Cork, (reRis- 
tered 1«33 to 
1840,) whose 
nitiiig was 
ascertained. 




Of whom there are rated 




At 

£5 

£6.'^ 


At 

£0 

and 

£7. 


At 

£7 

under 

£8. 


At 

£8 

under 

£9. 


At 

£9 

'£10.' 


At 

£10 

and 

£12. 19s. 


At 

£12. 10s 
£15.' 


At 

£15 


At 

£17. 10s. 
"£2^ 


At 

£20 

under 

£25. 


At 

£25 

and 

£30. 


At 

£30 

'£35.’ 


At 

£35 

ami 

£40. 


At 
£,0 
and ii;i- 
wards. 


1751 


57 


40 


48 


38 


123 


S5 


319 


97 


125 


91 


174 


116 


107 


64 


397 



Of these 1751 electors, the tenements of 350 include land, whose classification accordino' to 
extent of holding, is as follows : — ° 



Number of 
£10 City 
Electors, (regis- 
tered 1833 to 
1840,) whose 
tenements 
include land. 


Of which there are containing, 




10 Acres 


10 Acres 
15 Acres 


15 Acres 
and 

20 Acres 


20 Acres 
25 Acres- 


25 Acres 
30 Acres. 


30 Acres 
and 


under 
40 Acres. 


40 Acres 
upwards. 


350 


111 


40 


38 


22 


18 


16 


10 


13 


82 



I also ascertained the rating of 171 £10 Electors of the City of Cork, registered in 1832, 
and. still in occupation of their holdings, but who do not appear to have since renewed their 
registries. The following is a classification of their tenements accordingto amount of rating: — 



Number of 
£10 Electors 
of the City of 
Cork, registered 
in 1832, and 

re-registered, 
whose rating 
was ascertained 




Of whom there ace rated, 


Under 

£5. 


At 

£5 

"iee!' 


At 

£6 


At 

£7 


At 

£8 

Tg!' 


At 

£9 

“Ifo.' 


At 

£10 

£l2'l0s. 


At 

£12 10s. 
£15. 


At 

£15 

£17 I'os. 


At 

£17 10s. 
'£2Ch' 


At 

£20 

£2s' 


At 

£25 

"xso' 


At 

£30 

£35*. 


At 

£35 

"£40.' 


At 

£40 

up-- 


171 


14 


8 


10 


4 


14 


6 


20 






7 




10 


11 




42 



Of these 171 Electors of 1832, the tenements of 48 include land ; which, classified according 
to extent of holding, are as follows : — 



Nuinber of 
£10 City 
Electors of 
1832, traced in 
Rate-books, 
whose tene- 
ments include 


Of which there are containing 


5 Acres. 


under 


10 Acres 
under 
Acres. 


1 5 Acres 

" 20 * 


20 Acres 
and 

25 


25 Acres 
ami 

^30 


30 Acres 
and 

35* 


35 Acres 
under 


40 


48 


12 


5 


4 


2 


4 


1 


1 


5 


14 



T. KENNEDY LOWRY. 



Inquiry held at Cork, 29'th, 30th, and 31st March: and at intei-vals to 13th April, 
1841. 
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LIMERICK UNION. 



REPORT. 

The Union of Limerick was declai-ed on the 20th of December, 1838.* It contains seventeen 
electoral divisions, of which the city and liberties of Limerick form the first : eleven of the 
others lie within the county Limerick, and the remaining five within the county Clare. The 
electoral division of Limerick is subdivided into five wards, named after those into which the 
city has been divided by the late Municipal Act;, and each of these comprises, in addition to the 
municipal ward of the same name, an adjoinii^ section of the old Liberties of Limerick. 

In the Sixth annual Report of the Poor Law Commissioners the area of this Union, in its 
present extent,! stated to be 125,912 statute acres, and to contain, according to the census of 
1831, a population of 139,264 inhabitants. The area, as ascertained by the valuator, and 
stated in the valuation books, is 184,4S2<7. 3?-. 28p. statute measure.^ 

The county Limerick portion of the Union includes the baronies of Pubble Brien, Owneybeg, 
and Clan'villiam, and a small part of the barony of Small County ; and the portion of the 
Union which is in the county Clare lies partly within the barony of Bunratty, and partly within 
thatofTulla. The number of elective guardians is 40. Twenty of these are returned by the 
electoral division of Limerick, four being chosen by each of its wards. There are 13 ex-officio 
guardians. 

Mr. Piers Creaghe was appointed valuator of the Union on the 1st of May, 1839, and in 
the course of the same montli commenced his valuation, beginning with the electoral division of 
Patrick’s Well. 

Mr. Creaghe as been for many yeare an architect and civil engineer, and has frequently 
valued lands for private purposes, diough not by profession a valuator of land. He produced to 
the Board, when a candidate for the appointment, a w'ritten testimonial in his favour, signed by 
several of the leading proprietors in the neighbourhood of Limerick, most of them gentlemen 
of the coimty Clare, in which Mr. Creaghe resided for nine years before he established himself 
in the city of Limerick, where he has resided for the last sLx years and upwards. 

The only documents furnished to Mr. Creaghe for the purpose of as.sisting him in the valua- 
tion of the Union, (with the exception of a valuation of St. Michael’s parish, in the city of 
Limerick, which had been made by the Commissioners appointed under the Acts for paving, 
lighting, and watching that parish,§) were some tithe surveys and valuations, of which he made 
no use, finding, as he states, that they were likely only to mislead him. The previous valuation of 
St. Michael’s parish he did not, in any instance, adopt, as it did not, in his opinion, give the 
true relative value of the tenements in that parish. 

Mr. Creaghe says that in valuing land, after he had ascertained the quantity held by the 
occupier, and satisfied himself as to the nature and quality of the land in its actual state, he 
supposed a person willing to take it as tenant from year to year, and undertaking to keep it in 
the state it was then in, and to pay all taxes upon it except tithe ; and considered at what rent 
it ought to be set to such a person, that is, what was the fair rent for him to pay : the “ fair 
rent,” in such a case, was what he set down as the net annual value of the tenement. He was 
not guided by the rent actually paid, which he considers no test of the ^’alue of land. He thinks 
that the rents paid are calculated only to mislead a valuator, and says that, to guard against 
being so misled, he in general valued the tenements before he inquired as to the rents paid for 
them. He does not tmnk the utmost that can be got from a solvent tenant a test of value, 
that, owing to the competition for land, being higher than what he considers the fair rent. He 
means by a solvent tenant, “ a tenant able to pay his rent, and to keep paying it,’’ not a tenant 
with capital. [| 

By the fair rent which is, according to his valuation, the net annual value of the land, Mr. 
Creaghe says that he means a rent which leaves the tenant enough of the produce of the land 
for the comfortable subsistence of himself and his family. He thinks that ten Irish acres of 
the average quality of land in the county Limerick, if let at a rent of the amount of the net 
annual value set upon it by him, ought to enable the tenant to have enough of potatoes and 
milk through the year, with a pig to kill for bacon ; and he says he does not think a rent 
would be fair which would not enable a tenant holding that quantity of laud to derive a 
subsistence of that kind from his occupation of it. It would appear from the evidence of 
Mr. Creaghe, and that of Mr. Alton, one of the guardians, which will be found in the 
Appendix, that this is a degree of comfort which very few of the tenants of small holdings in 
this Union enjoy. Mr. Creaghe says, that it is more than many occupiers of 30 acres are able 
to get out of the land ; so high are the rents they pay for it. ^ 

Mr. Creaghe stales that he applied the same principle and the same standard, without dis- 
tistinction, to large and small farms; and, where the quality and condition of the land was 



* Fifth Annual Report of the Poor Law Coamiissionevs, Appendix, p. 93. 

t Some townlands originally included in the Electoral Division of Kilfeenaghta were separated from the 
Union by an order of the Commissioners, bearing date the 13th of May, 1839. See Sixth Annual Report, 
Appendix, p. 296, and Fifth Annual Beporf, Appendix, p. 95. 

See table at the end of this Report. 

§ 47 Geo. III., sess. 3, c. 75, and 51 Geo. III., e. 104 (local and personal). 

I! Evidence of Mr. Creaghe, Appexmix. 

^ Evidence of Mr. Creaghe and Mr. Alton, Appendix. 
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APPENDIX to REPORTS relative to the 

the same in h(th, he fixed upon the same rent per acre as the fair rent for each of them; con- 
ceiving that the tair rent for a small farm not requiring capital, that is the rent which leaves 
Ine tenant a reasonable remuneration for his time and labour, (which was all that was to be 
in that case taken into account) was also a fair rent per acre for a large farm, of land of the 
same quality and actual condition ; that it left the tenant of the latter enough to remunerate 
him lor the capital necessary to keep the land in its actual state, as well as for his time and 
labour, and did not leave him more than enough for that purpose.* 

In valuing a house, _Mr. Creaghe, taking into account its extent, and the advantages or dis- 
adi antages of its situation, supposed the tenant to pay the expense of the repairs necessary to 
preserve it in the state in ivliich he saw it externally, and the cost of an insurance (except in 
the case ot the country cabins and cottages, which are never insured) and to pay besides all 
taxes, except tithe; and fixed its value by determining what, over and above those taxes and 
expenses, it was reasonable that he should have to pay in the shape of rent. When he found 
a house and land occupied together, he valued them separately, and added the separate values 
of the two as making up the joint value of both.f 

For further particulars as to Mr. Creaghe’s application of the principles of his valuation 
stated in the foregoing summary of a portion of his evidence, I refer to the evidence itself given, 
in the Appendix. ® 

At the time of Mr. Creaghe’s appointment, a Valuation Committee, consistino- of 10 
guardians (o nominated for the city, and 10 for the’ country divisions of the Union) was 
appointed to superintend the valuation as it proceeded ; but the valuation does not appear ta 
nave been interfered with while in progress, either by this committee or the general Board 
except upon the occasiou of a meeting held on the 14th of August, 1839, for the purpose of 
examining the valuation (then completed) of the electoral division of Patrick’s Well, at which 
the committee and Board (12 of the guardians being present) declared that that valuation 
was too low, and p^sed a resolution declaratory of the principle on which the valuation ought 
to be conducted. That resolution, and the other proceedings of the meeting, as stated in the 
minute book of the guardians, will be found in the Appendix. Mr. Creaghe says that he did 
not in consequence of this resolution alter the mode or the scale of his v^aluation, with which 
trom that time forward the majority of the guardians expressed themselves satisfied. 

Ihe period originally fixed for completing the valuation of the Union havincr been from 
time to time extended, the valuation was finally completed on the 12th of August, 1840; and 
the valuation-books (rnany of which had, for some time previous, been kept open under the 
directions of the Board for inspection by the guardians,) having been all kept open durincr the 
usual period for inspection by the rate-payers, 16 objections were taken to the valuation^and 
nine of these were, with the consent of the valuator, allowed by the guardians, the alteration 
niade m consequence being a reduction of the amount, in all, of 17/. 2j. 2d. At a meeting of 
the Board held on the 5th of September, 1840, at which 22 guardians were present, the 
valuation thus reduced was confirmed by the Board, and a vote of thanks to Mr. Creairhe for 
the ability and accuracy with which he had executed the task committed to him, was uuani- 
mously passed. By another resolution, passed at the same meeting, the first rate was struck 
at 5d. in the pound.]; There has been no appeal against the valuation, nor, when I was in 
Eimenck, had any notice been given of an intention to appeal. Both Mr. Creaghe. and Mr 
Alton say that the valuation has given general satisfaction to landlords as well as to the 
occupiers, both classes being, according to Miv Creaghe, in favour of a low valuation. The 
wish on the part of the landlords for a low valuation is by some attributed to a dread of an 
income or property tax, of which they apprehend the Poor Law valuation may in some manner 
be rnade the basis. Mr. Creaghe himself thinks that it may arise from the wish of the 
resident landlords, who are numerous in this Union, to have their demesne and other lands in 

SI T" "-ho »sone of the resident 

kmdbids ol the Union, and an ex-officio guardian, objects to the valuation as being too low; 

^ ^ ^ obtain, an opportunity of an interview with that gentleman. 

Ml. Creaghe did not, for the few first months after he commenced his valuation, make 
any inqiunes as to the rents paid by the occupiers ; but having been directed to do so'bv the 
Asststant Commissioner of the district .vithin .vhich the Union lies, he afterwards ascerliined 
l. rl th “ “““'‘“‘’'J' “ ®™'y instance, and, in the end, obtained some information 

as to the rent of every tenement m tile U nion for which rent was paid. His means of informa- 
l.on and conrse of tnqu.ry on this subject will be found described in his evidence. The rents 
of the city of Limenck he took down m the books used by him in valuing that portion of the 

T im.r"'l’ “ 00 “ tamed by him, of the lOh electors whose tenements lie within the city of 
ihw^bT i“ '' ascertained; and to include in the Appendix a table show- 

mpheiatmg and rents ol the occupiers, registered and unregistered, of five of the mostcon- 
bes ntt' difN^ 0 “'^ (G'orge-street and” William-street) sit„.,e“„ the 

dbwn ' ^ ^ ^ “ “''®o Pottton. and the other three in the Old 

ho» nit "’f “'ooto of tho Wl electors whose tenements do not lie within the city, I 

L^rtaininw the ir, 7" ™'»ator's field-books, which are so arranged that the procesLf 
to d^r tf, it ' ry “'oj'tonoo.to them would have required more time than I was able 
M. ctate strtcc“i w k" “any instances, only the results (frequently, 

nront tif of th^ ‘"“““"f ' 0 ) “f tn* first inquiries as to the rents ; but taking the landlord^' 
noon the moit ‘“t “r ‘'a'«->>ook, which had been calculated by Mr. Creaghe 

upon the most accurate mformation he had been, at the time of making that cLulatioa, able 



H. Evklence of Mr. Creaghe, Appendix. 

J Extracts from Minute Book, Appendix. 



Ibid. 
$ Ibid. 
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to Obtain, 1 calculated, with his assistance, the rent from the rate. The rate having been 

struck at 5d. in the pound, 2\d. was the sum which the occupier was entitled to deduct from Report. ’ 

each pound of the rent he had to pay, and, therefore, every 2^d. in the landlord’s proportion 

of the rate gave \l., and every halfpenny As. of the rent. ‘Mr. Creaghe had always calculated 

the landlord’s proportion of the rate to the halfpenny. So that wherever the rent slated in 

the Appendix differs from the precise rent ascertained by the valuator, it differs only by a 

fraction of 4-y. The average deviation from the precise rent ascertained by the valuator, 

taking it to be 2s. per rent, is only ^^th of 28/. 14j. which is somewhat less than the average 

rent of those electoi-s, whose rents have been calculated in the manner I have described. °1 

have, therefore, assumed, in the several classifications which follow, that the rents stated in the 

Appendix are those which the valuator ascertained. It should be observed that the rent, as 

made out by the calculation I have described, diffei-s from tlie rent ascertained by the valuator, 

where it differs at all, by being, in the slight degree I have already mentioned, less than it ; it 

does not in any instance exceed it. 

I have ascertained the rating of 739 of the 10/. electors of the County of the City of Limerick 
at present entitled to vote. Of these, 

44 are rated under ol. 

104 at or over 51., and under 10/. 

136 at or over 10/., and under 15/. 

95 at or over 15/., and under 20/. 

128 at or over 20/., and under 30/. 

215 at or over 30/., and 

17 are rated jointly. 



Of the 722 present 10/. electors of the county of the city of Limerick whose separate ratine has £10 electors of the 
been ascertained, there are 680 whose rents also I have ascertained. The proportion whicS the ®ounty of the city of 
total rating of their tenements bears to the total of their rents, will appear from the followimr Limerick; their 

^ ^ o rating and rents 

^ where ascertained. 



Number of present i'lO 
Electors of tlie Cunniy of 
ihu City of Limerick whose 
Kents and separate Rating 
have been ascertained. 


Total 

Net Annual Value 
of their 
Tenements. 


Total 

Amount of their 
Kents as ascertained 
by Valua'Or. 


680 


£. s. d. 

16,235 5 0 


£. «. d. 

21, -230 3 5 



Of these 680 10/. electors there are 248 whose tenements include laud*. The following table City of Limerick 
will shotv the relative proportioas of the total acreage, rating, and rent of these tenements : electors holding 



Number of present £10 
Electors of the county of 
tlie city of Limerick hoidiug 
Land, whose Rents and 
separate Rating have been 


Total Extent 
of their Tenements 

Statute Measure. 


Total 

Net Annual Value 
of their 
Tenements. 


Total Amount 
of their Rents, 
as ascertained by 
Valuator. 


248 


4,144 0 24 


£. s. d. 

5752 5 0 


£. s. d. 

7280 3 4 



The following is a classification, according to the extent of their tenements, of the 722 10/. 
electors, tvhose sejiarate rating I have ascertained : — 



Number of 
present £10 
Electors of the 
County of the. City 
of l.imerick, 
whose separate 
Rating has been 
ascertained. 


Number of those 
whose Tenements 
do not include 


Number of those whose Tenements contain 


Less 
than 
5 Acres, 
Statute 
Measure. 


5 Acres 
10 Acres 


lOAcves loAcres 

upwards, upwards, 
and not and nut 
15 Acres. 20 Acres. 


20 Acres 

upwards, 
anil not 
10 Acres. 


30 Acres 
upwards, 
40 Acres 


40 Acres 
50 Acres 


50 Acres 

upwards, 
and not 
75 Acres 


122 


446 


56 


64 


38 36 


34 


23 


14 


11 



Oi the 722 10/. electors of the county of the city of Limerick at present entitled to vote, 
whose rating I liave ascertained, I find that 

44 would be disfranchised, if a rating of 5/. 

58 if a rating of 6/. 

77 if a rating of 7/. 

95 if a rating of 8/. 

132 if a rating of 9/., and 

148 if a rating of 10/. u'ere made the qualification. 



* Being situate within the liberties of Limerick, an extensive rural district surrounding the city. 
Including these liberties, the County of the City extends over a surface, according to the Fifth Annua. 
Report of the Poor Law Commissioners, of 22,530, and according to Mr. Creaghe ’s estimate, of more than 
29,000, statute acres.— See Table at the end of this Report. 
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272 APPENDIX to REPORTS relative to the 

The following- is a classification according to the amo-unt of their rents of the 10/. electors 
who would thus be disfranchised : — 









Number 
of those 




Number of those whose Rents are 




County of the City of Limericlc. 


Number 
of those 
who pay 
no Kent 


Rents 
have nol 

iained. 


^5? 


£5 or 
upwards 

less than 
£10. 


£10 or 
upwards 

less than 
£15. 


£15 or 
upwards 

less than 
£20. 


£20 or 
upwards, 

less than 
£30. 


£40 or 
upwards, 

less than 
£50. 


Number of present £10 Elec- 
tors who would be disfran- 
chised if a rating of £5 were 
made the qualification . 


44 


4 


6 


•20 












Numbers in addition who would 
be disfranchised if a ra'iagof 
64 were made the qualification 


14 




I 


1 


11 


1 








If a rating oi £7 . . . 






I 


3 


14 


1 








If a rating of £8 . . 






3 




5 








If a rating of £9 . . 


37 








9 


26 






If a rating of £10 . . 






1 


None. 


1 


11 


3 




None. 


Total number who would be dis- 
franchised if a rating of £10 
-tvere made the qualification 


148 




13 


24 


53 


48 


4 


I 





Of the present 1 01. electors of the County of the City of Limerick, whose rents and separate 
rating I have ascertained, 680 in number, ! find that ^ 



658 would be disfranchised if a 51. excess of ratino- over rent, 

659 if a 6/. exce^, ° 

660 if a 'll. excess, 

663 if a 8/. excess, 

666 if a 9/. excess, were made the qualification ; and that the rating of each of 
the remaining 14 exceeds his rent by more than 10/. 

The following is a classification according to the araouut of their rents of the electors, ivlio 
-would be thus disfranchised ; and of those who, if the highest of these qualifications were re- 
quired, would remain in possession of the franchise : — 



County of the City of Limericlc. 


Number of those whose rents are. 


(i«ss than 
£5. 


£5 or 

and less 
than £10 


£10 ot 
upwards 
and less 
than£15 


£15 or 
upwards 
and less 
than £20 


£20 or 
upwards 
and less 
than £30 


£30 or 

and less 
than £40 


£40 or 
upwards 
and less 
than £50 


£50 or 
upwards 
and less 
than £75 


£75 or 
upwards 
and less 

£100. 


£100 

upwards- 


Number of present £10 electors 
who would bo disfranchised 
if a £5 excess ot raliqg over 
rent were made the qualifica- 

Numbers in addition who would 
bo disfianchtseil if a£6 excess 
were made the qualification . 

If a £7 excess . . . 

Ifan £8 excess . . . 

Ifa £9 excess . . . 

Total number who would be dis- 
franchised if a £9 excess of 
rating over rent were made 
the qualification .... 

Number who would in that case 
be left in possession of the 
franchise 

Total number of present £10 
electors, whose rents and 
separate rating have been 
ascei-taiiied ..... 


658 

1 

1 

3 


27 

*2 

2 


56 


106 

I 

1 


'i 80 

1 


117 

1 


82 


56 


77 


38 


19 


666 

14 


31 

2 


56 


108 

1 


81 

3 


118 

1 


82 


56 


77 


38 


19 


680 


33 


61 


109 


84 


119 


84 , 


56 


77 


38 


19 



City of Liioorick; I also ascertained the rating of 333 of the lOl. electors registered for the County of the City of 
eieciois 01 isj-. Limerick in 1832, who had not afterwards renewed their registries. Of these 



Their rating and 
rents where rent 
ascertained. 



48 are rated under 51. 

68 at or over 51. and under 10/. 

53 at or over 10/. and under 15/. 

40 at or over 15/. and under 20/. . 

43 at or over 20/. and under 30/. 

64 at or over 30/., and 
17 are rated jointly. 

Of tliose amongst these 10/. electors of 1832, whose .-separate rating I have ascertained, 
3lb in number, there are 272 whose rents also 1 have ascertained. The proportion which the total 
rating ot their tenements bears to the total of their rents, will appear from the following table:— 
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Of the 272 10/. electors ofl832, wl 

are 161 whose tenements include land. The following table will 
the total acreage rating and rent of these tenements : 



rhos^rente^and separate rating have been asc 
low the relativi 



Total Acreage of 
ditto, (where tene- 
ments include 
land.) 



“ dassificatioii Mcording (o the extent of their tenements of the 
looz, whose separate rating I have ascertained: 



Classification of 
Rating of ditto. 



County of the City of Limerick. 



The 10/. electors of 1832, who-se rents have been ascertained, classified 
of rent, are as follows : — 



according to amount 



Classification of 
Rents of ditto. 



The classifications in the four following Tables include without distinction the 
electors and those of 1832 who have not since renewed their registries ; the first 
total of their acreage, rating and rent : — 



General totals of 
Acreage, Rent, and 
Value of £10 City 
Electors. 
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County of fha City of Limerick. j 


Number of £10 
Electors of 1832 whose 
rents and separate rating 
have been ascertained. 


Total 

Net Annual Value 
of their 
Tenements. 


Total Amount of 
tlieir Routs, 
as ascertained by 
Valuator. 


272 


£. s. d. 

6,303 8 0 


£■ s. d. 

6,639 18 9 



Number of 




Number of those whose Rents are j 


of 1832, 
whose Rents 
have been 
ascertained. 




£5 or 
upwards, 

£fa 


£10 or 
u|)wai'ds, 
and less 

£15. 


£15 or 
upwards, 
and less 

£20. 


£20 or 
upwards, 
and less 

£30. 


£30 or 
upwards, 
and less 

£40. 


£40 or 
and less 
£50. 


£50 or 
upwards, 

£75. 


£75 or 
upwai-ds, 
and less 

£100. 


£100 

upwards. 


272 


33 


43 


45 


31 


43 


30 


14 


22 


7 


4 



County of the City of Xamerick, 1 


Number of £10 Electors 
of 1832 holding land, 
whose Rents and 
separate rating have 
been ascertained. 


Total extent 
of their 
Tenements 

Statute Measure, 


Total N et 
Annual Value 
of their 
Tenements, 


Total Amount of 
their Rents 
as ascertained dy 
Valuator. 


161 


2,086 3 39 


£. *. d. 

2,682 3 0 


£. *. d. 

3,712 19 0 



County of the City of Limerick. 




Total Extent of their 
Tenements 
in Statute Measure. 


Total Net 
Annual Value of 
the Tenemenfs. 


Total Amount of 
their Rents, 
as ascertained by 
Valuator. 


Number of occupiers who are or have been 
£10 electors, and whose rents and rating 
have been ascertained ...... 

Class I. — Those whose tenements include 






£. s. d. 


£. . a. 


Class II. — Those whose tenements do not 


409 


6,234 0 23 


8,434 8 0 


10,993 2 4 


include land 


543 




13,104 5 0 


16,976 19 10 


Total of both classes • . 


952 




21,538 13 0 


27,970 2 2 



Number 

of £10 


Number 






Number of those whose Tenements contain 


of 1832, 
whose 
separate 
rating 
has been 

iained. 


whose 
Tene- 
ments 
do not 
include 


5 Acres, 
Statute 
Measure. 


upwards, 
and less 

10 Acres. 


10 Acres 

ufiwards, 
and less 

15 Acres. 


15 Acres 
upwards, 

20 Acres. 


20 Acres 

upwards, 
and less 

30 Acres. 


30 Acres 

upwards, 
and less 

40 Acres. 


40 Acres 

upwards, 
and less 

50 Acres. 


50 Acres 
upwards, 

75 Acres. 


upwards, 
and less 
than 100 


100 

Acres 

iptvards. 


316 


20 


59 


52 


26 


11 


16 


17 


6 


6 


1 


2 
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Classifications of 
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Decrease of Con- 
stituency ; City of 
Limerick. 
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The next, their tenements classified according to extent, thus : — 



Numbrr I 
of 1 


Number of those whose Tenemen 


s contain 


ed 




Occiiiiieib 
who are, 

heeii,£l ( 
Electors, 

tained. 


Number 
of those 

Tene- 
itienls 
do not 
include 
Land. 


5 Acres, 
Statute 
Measure 


upwards, 

than 
10 Acres. 


10 Acres 

upwards 

IS Acres 


19 Acres 

upwards 
and less 

20 Acres 


20 Acres 

upwards 
and less 

30 Acres 


30 Acres 

upwards 

^0 Acres 


40 Acres 

upwards, 
an<l less 


50 Acres 
and less 


75 Acres 
upwards, 

^100 


100 

upwards. 












47 




40 


20 


17 


1 


2 



























The next, their rents classified according to amount, thus : — 



Number of 
Occupiers who 
are or have been 
£10 Electors, 
and whose Rents 
have been 
ascertained. 


Number of those whose Rents are 


than £5. 


£5 or 
upwards, 

tLn£10. 


£10 OT 

and less 
lhan£15. 


£15 or 
upwards, 
and less 
thau£2U. 


£20 or 
upwards, 

than £30. 


£30 or 

upwards, 

than £40. 


£40 or 
upwards, 
and less : 
|than £50.j 


£30 or , 

and less I 
than £75.1 


£75 or 
upwarils, 

£100. 


£100 m 
upwards 


952 


6 


104 : 


154 


115 


162 


114 


70 


99 , 


45 


23 



And the fourth, the number of instances in which the rating exceeds, equals, or is less than the 
rent, as follows : — 



Number of 
Tciiemenls occupied 
by those wlio are 
or have been 
£10 Electors, 
and whose 
Rents and Rating 
have been 
ascertained. 


Number of 
those of which 
the 

Net Annual 
Value 
is less than 
the Rent. 


Number of 
those of which 
the 

Net Annual 
Value 

and the Kent 


Number of 
those of wliicli 
the 

Net Annual 
Value 
exceeds the 
Rent. 


Classification of the instances 

the Net Annual Value 
exceeds the Rent. 


13 

11 

12 

9 

4 

8 

8 

22 

83 


996 


861 


40 


83 


Number of instances in which the 
net annual value exceeds the rent 

by less than £1 

By £l or upwards, and less 
than £2. ..... 

By £2 or upwards, and less 

than £3 

By £3 or upwards, and liss 

than £4 

By £4 or upwards, and less 
than £5 ..... . 

By £5 or upwards, and less 

than £7 

Bv £7 or upwards, and less 

than £10 

By £10 or upwards . . . 

Total luimiier of instances in which 
the rating exceeds the rent . . 



I have compared the number of the electors of the County of the City of Limericlc registered 
in 1832, and who appear in the clerk of tlie peace’s list for the year 1836, the earliest with 
which I was furnished, with the number of those included in the list for 1841, and the result 
of that comparison is as follows : — 



County of the City of Limerick. 


Registered in 1832, 
and appearing 
in tlie Lists fur 1330, 


Entitled to vote in 
January, 1841. 


Number by which 
each class has 
diminished. 


£50 Electors ...... 


199 


145 


54 












2S2 






40 shilling Freeholders . 








£10 Freeholders or Leaseholders 


5fi 






£10 Hou.ssholders .... 


1,461 


1,333 




Total constituency . . 


•2,867 


1,389 


978 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 








VALUATIONS /or POOR RATES, IRELAND. 275 

the following Table. Appendix No. 4, will appear from 



Limerick. 

Report. 



Streets. 


Number 
of the 
Tenements. 


Total Net 
Annual Value of 
the Tenements. 


Total Amount of 
the Rents, 

as ascertained by Valuator. 


George Street .... 
William Street « . . 

Mary Street .... 
Muiigrett Street . . . 

Broad Street .... 

Total of the five streets . 


139 

69 

II2 

74 

66 


£. a. d. 
7263 0 0 
2944 15 0 
1910 10 0 
1309 0 0 
1158 0 0 


£■ ~a. d. “ 

10,987 13 44 
4,027 10 7 
2,417 15 11* 

1,574 3 0 
1,580 0 0 


460 


14,585 5 0 


20,587 2 11 



Comparison of Rent 

with Rating in five 
streets of Limerick. 



Classifying these tenements according to 
exceeds, equals, or is less than the rent, they 



the number of instances 
are as follows : — 



ill wuicn ■ 



Numliet of 
Tenements in the 
Five Streets named 
in Appendix 4, 
and the 

Rents and Ratings 
of which 
are there stated. 



George Street 
William Street j 
Mary Street . 



Broad Street . 
Total . . 



Number of 
those ofwhich 
tile 

Net Annual 
Value 
is less than 
the Rent. 


Number of 
those of which 
the 

Net Annual 
and the Rent 


Number of 
those of which 
the 

Net Annual 
Value 

exceeds the 
Rent. 


127 


Noue. 


12 


66 


None. 


3 


87 I 


5 


19 


71 


1 


2 


66 


None. 


None. 


417 I 


6 





Classification of the 
Number of instances in which 
the Rating 
exceeds the Rent. 



Number of instances in which the 
net annual value exceeds the rent 
by less than£l . . , , 

By £1 or upwards, and 

than £2 

By £2 or upwards, and 
than £3. .... 

By £3 or upwards, and 



than £4. 



By £4 or upwards, und 
than £5. . , , 

By £5 or upwards, and 
than £7. . . . . 

By £7 or upwards, and 
than £10 . . , 

By £10 or upwards • 

otal number of instances in 
the rating exceeds the ren 



less 



' Classification of 
tenements in ditto, 
according to Excess 
of Rating above 
Rent. 



ments lie within°thE U^on,” m°cl wLTe^liu^^Th* 

divided mto three classes, ai folio,,'™ “»«tamed. ,s 88. These otav bt 

havf stfr-^EttS ™dt TrcU Acr’®‘"‘‘“^ and 

RefrmTS:^'’™'' ““ ft-st ttae i„ 1832, under tho 

3d class._Those, 39 in number, who registered for the first time since 1832. 



£ 1 0 electors of the 
County of Limerick. 



Of the 18 forming the first of those classes— 

2 are rated under 5/. 

1 over 15/. and under 20/. 

6 at or over 20/. and under 30/. 
9 at or over 30/. 



Classified accord- 
ing to rating. 



■Of the 31 forming tho second class (none of whom are rated under IM.)_ 

5 are rated at or over 10/. and under 15/ 

8 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

9 at or over 20/. and under 30/ 

9 at or over 30/. 

■Of the 39 forming the third class (none of whom are rated under 5l.)~. 

2 at or over 5/. and under 10/. 

. 4 at or over 10/. and under 15/. 

2 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

7 at or over 20/. and under 30/. 

19 at or over 30/., and 
5 are rated jointly. 

2 P 
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Taking the entire number of the County Limerick elector, whom I have elassiBed as ahore, 
without regard to that classification — 

2 are rated under 51. 



Limerick. 



Report. 

£l0 electors of 
County Limerick; 
classified according 
to rating. 



9 at or over 10^. and under 15^. 

11 at or over 151. and under 20Z. 

22 at or over 20Z. and under 30/. _ 

36 at or over 30/., and 5 are rated jointly. 

I also ascertained the rating of 116 of the IM. electors remstered lithe county of Limer 
1832 who had not afterwards renewed their registries. Of those amongst them who ha 

viously registered under the 10th Geo. IV., 44 in number. . , , . 

2 are rated under 5/. 

5 at or over 5Z. and under 10/. - 

8 at or over 10/. and under 1 51. 

8 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

7 at or over 20/. and under 30/., and 
14 at or over 30/, 

And of the remaining 72 who registered for the first time in 1832, and had not at the 
of my inquiry renewed their registries, 

5 are rated under 5/. 

14 at or over 5/. and under 10/. 

11 at or over 10/. and under 15/. 

10 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

9 at or over 20/. and under 30/. and 

22 at or over 30/., and one is rated jointly with other persons. 
The number of 10/. electors of the County Clare at entitled to vote whose teneme 

within this Union, and whose rating I have ascertained is 52. Ut these, 

3 are rated under 51. 

16 at or over 5/. and under 10/. 

14 at or over 10/. and under 15/. 

7 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

10 at or over 20/. and under 30/. 

1 at or over 30/., and 1 is rated jointly. 

And I have ascerlamed besides the rating of 37 lOi ehetors who registered in that eo, 
1832, but had not at the time of my inquiry renewed their registries. Ut these, 

9 are rated under 51. 

13 at or over 51. and under 10/. 

4 at or over 10/. and under 15/. 

5 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

5 at or over 20/. and under 30/. 

1 at or over 30/. 

The lists of the clerk of the peace for the County Clare did not enable me to dist 
amongst the lOi. electors registered in 1832 those who had from those who had not pre 

"%fi°e electors of tire County Limericl 

Co" f Ckrl aM Ese separate rating I have ascertained, there are 286 whose rent 
following Table: — — 



TotalAcreage.Rent, 
and Value of £10 
county electors. 



classification according to the extent of 
10/. electors of either county, and whose 



Classification ac- The following is a 
cording to amount qj. hayg been 



I have ascertained : 



of rating. 



Numtier of 
Occupiers 

have been 
£10 Electors 



Number of 
thosewhose 
Tenements 



include 



either County, 
and whose 
Rating bus been 

asceitaiued 
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Number of Occupiers who are 
or have been £10 Electors 
in either County, and whose 
Rents and Rating 
have been ascectaineil. 


Total Extent of 
their 

Tenements 
in Statute Measure. 


Total 

Net Annual Value 
of their 
Tenements. 


Total Amount 
of their 

Rents as ascertained 
by Valuator. 


286 


10,055 1 6 


£ s. d. 

7243 5 10 


£. «. d. 

8988 0 7 



Number of those whose Tenements contain 


Less than 
5 Acres, 
Statute 
Measure. 


upwards, 

ess than 
10 Acres 


10 Acres 

upwards, 

ess than 
15 Acres. 


15 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
20 Acres 


20 Acres 
upwards, 

ess than 
30 Acres. 


30 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
40 Acres 


40 Acres 
upwards. 

ess than 
50 Acres 


50 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
70 Acres 


75 Acres 
upwards, 

less thau 
lOOAcres. 


100 Acres 

upwards. 


1 
























277 



VALUATIONS for POOR RATES, IRELAND. 



Those whose rents have been ascertained, classified according to amount of rent, are as 
follows : — 




The instances in. which the rating exceeds, equals, ,or js less than the rent, are as follows 



Number of 
Tenements occupied 
by those who are 
or have been 
£10 Electors, 
of either County, 
and whose 
Rents and Rating 
have been 
ascertained. 



Number of 
those of which 
the 

Net Annual 
Value 
is less than 
the Rent. 



Number of 
those of which 
the 

Net Annual 
Value 

and the Kent 



Number of. 
those of which 
the 

Net Annual 
Value 
exceeds the 
Rent. 



Classification of the instances 

the Net Annual Value 
exceeds the Rent. 



Number of instances in which the 
net annual value exceeds the rent 

by less than £1 

By £1 or upwards, and less 

than £2 

By £2 or upwards, ond less 

than £3 

By £3 or upwards, and less 

than £4 

By £4 or upwards, and less 
than £5 ..... . 

By £5 or upwards, and less 

than£r 

By £7 or upwards, and less 

th.ui £10 

By £10 or upwards . 

Total number of instances in which • 
the rating exceeds the rent . 



Number of Occupiers 


Number or those whose Rents are | 


or have been 
£10 Electors of 
either County, 
and whose Rents 
have been 
ascertained. 


than 

£5. 


£5 or 
upwards, 

less than 
£10. 


£10 or 
upwards 
and 

lessthan 

£15. 


£15 or 
upwards, 

less than 
£20. 


£20 or 
upwards, 

ess than 
£30. 


£30 or 
upwards, 

£40. 


£40 or 
upwards, 

ess than 
£50, 


£50 or 
upwards, 
and 

less than 
£75. 


£75 or 
upwards, 
and 

less than 
£100. 


£100 

upwards. 


286 


15 


38 


47 


36 


51 


33 


23 


20 


11 


12 



Limerick. 

Report. 

Classification ac- 
cording to amount 
of Rent. 



Excess of Rating 
above Rent. 



Of the 10/. electors at present entitled to vote in either of the counties into which the Union Effect of a £5 
extends, and whose rating I have ascertained, (140 in all,) I find that rating franchise on 

_ 1 , , , .A ' present Electors. 

o would be disfranchised ir a rating of 5/. 

8 if a rating of 6/. 

10 if a rating of 71. 

13 if a rating of 8/. 

23 if a rating of 9/., and 

24 if a rating of 10/. were made the qualification. 



The acreage of the electors who would be thus disfranchised, classified accordin<r^ to the 
extent of their tenements, is as follows : — 







Number of those whose Tenements contain 






Less than 
S Acres, 
Statute 
Measure. 


5 Acres 
or upwards, 
and less than 
10 Acres. 


10 Acres 
Oir upwards, 
and lessthan 
15 Acres. 


.or upwards, 
and lessthan 
. 20 Acres. 


20 Acres 
or upwards, 
and less than 
30 Acres. 


30 Acres 
or upwards, 
and less than 
40 Acres. 


Upwards of 
75 .tees. 


Number of £10 county electors, whose 
rating has been ascertained, aud who 
would be disl'ranchised if a rating of 
£5 were made the qualification . . 

Numbers in addition who would be dis- 
franchised if a rating of £6 were made 

the qualification 

If h rating of £7 . . . - . . 

If a rating of £8 

If a rating of £9 

If a rating of £10 . .... 


3 

.2 

3 

20 

1 


3 


1 

2 

1 


1 


1 

1 

'i 


1 

1 

2 

3 


*5 


i 


Total number of £10 county electors, 
whose rating has been ascertained, 
and who would he disfranchised if a 
rating of £10 were made the qualifi- 
cation , 


24 


3 


4 


1 


3 


7 


5 


■ 



2 P 2 
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Limerick. 

Report. 

Present electors 
disfranchised by a 
rating qualifica- 
tion. 



And their rents, classified according to amount, are as follows : — 







Number of those whose Rents ate 


— 




Less than 
£5. 


£5 or up- 
wards, and 
less than 
£10. 


£10 or up- 
wards, and 
less than 
£15. 


Nurdter of £10 County electors whose 
rents and rating have been ascer- 
tained, and who would be disfran- 
chised if a rating of £5 were made Ihe 
qiialificiitioD ....... 

Number, in addition, who would be dis- 
qualified if a rating of £6 were made 
the qualification 

I f a rating of £7 . . • • • 

If a rating of £8 . . . . . 

If a rating of £9 . . . • . 

If a rating of £10 . • • . • 


5 

3 

2 

3 

10 

1 


4 

'i 


1 

3 

2 

1 

6 

1 


’2 

3 


Total number of £10 County electors 
whose rents and rating have been 
ascertained, and who would be dis- 
franchised if a rating of £10 were 
made the qualification. .... 


24 


5 


14 


5 



Ditto disfranchised Of the 10^ county electors, at present entitled to vote, whose tenements lie witltin the Union, 
by a qualification and whose rents and rating I have ascertained, 140 in all, I find that 
requiring excess of c .■ ^ 

rating above rent. 131 would be disfranchised it a bl. excess ot rating over rent, 

131 if a 6^. excess of rating over rent, 

133 if a 8Z. excess of rating over rent, and 

134 if a 9^. excess of rating over rent 

135 if a 10^. excess of rating over rent. 

were made the qualification; and that tlie rating of each of the remaining 5 exceeds his rent by 
more than 10/. 



Acreage of (hose Xlie following Table will show the acreage of the electors who would be so disfranchised, 
tlius excluded. classified according to the extent of their tenements, and of those, who, if the highest excess of 
rating over rent I have mentioned were ma.de the qualification, would be left in possession of the 



— 




Number of those whose Tenements contain 


Less than 
5 Acres 
Statute 
Vleasure. 


5 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
10 Acres. 


10 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
20 Acres. 


20 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
30 Acres. 


30 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
40 Acres. 


40 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
50 Acres. 


50 Acres 
upwards, 

less than 
100 Acres. 


100 

upwards. 


Number of £10 County 
electors whose rents and 
rating have been ascer- 
tainecl, and who would be 
disfranchised if a £5 ex- 
cess of rating over rent 
were made the qualifica- 

If an £8 excess of 
rating over rent • 

If a £9 excess of 
rating overrent . 

If a £10 excess of 
rating over tent . 

Total number of £10 
County electors whose 
rents and rating have 
been ascertained, and 
who would be disfran- 
chised if a £10 excess of 
rating over rent were 
made the qualification . 

Number of those who, if a 
£10 excess ofrating over 
rent were made the qua- 
lification, would be left 
in possession of the fran- 

Total number of £10 
County electors whose 
rents and rating have 
been ascertained • . 


131 

2 

1 

1 


3 


6 


26 

1 


37 


22 

1 

1 


9 


23 


5 

1 


133 

5 








1 


1 




2 




140 


3 


6 


27 


38 


25 


9 


25 
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Tlie rc-nts of die same electors classified according to amount, are as follows: 



— 




Number of those whose Rents are 


than £5. 


£5 or 
upwards, 
and less 
than £10. 


£10 or 
upwards, 
and less 
than £20. 


£20 or 
upwards, 
and less 
than £30. 


£30 or 
upwards, 
and less 
than £40. 


£40 or 
upwards, 
and less 
than £50. 


£50 or 
upwards, 
and less 
than £100. 


£100 

upwards. 


Number of £10 County 
electors whose retita and 
ratinjj have been ascer- 
tained, and who would be 
disfranchised if a £5 ex- 
cess of rating over rent 
were made the qualifica- 

If an £8 excess of 
rating over rent . 

If a £9 excess of 

If a £10 excess of 
rating over rent • 

Total number of £10 
County electors whose 
rents and rating have 
been ascertained, and 
who would be disfran- 
chised if a £ 10 excess of 
rating over rent were 
maile the qualification . 

Number of those wlio if a 
£i0 excess of rating over 
rent were made the qua- 
lification, would be left 
in possession of the Iran- 

Total number of £10 
County electors whose 
rents and rating have 
been asccttaincd . , 


131 

2 

1 

1 




15 

1 


34 

1 


28 


14 

1 


12 

1 


16 


7 


13o 

5 




1 


1 


2 




1 






140 


5 


ir 


36 


30 


15 


14 


16 


7 



Inquiry held at Limerick from the 15th to the 22nd, and from the 27th to the 30th, 
of March, 1841, inclusive, and on the 10th of April, 1841. 

ISAAC S. O’CALLAGHAN. 



Limerick. 

Report. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




2S0 



APPENDIX to REPORTS Telaiive to the 



Waterford. 

Report. 



WATERFORD UNION. 



City of Waterford, 
Population. 

Messi-s. Hearne and 



REPORT. 

The Union of Waterford, in the counties of Waterford and Kilkenny, extends over 147,291 
statute acres, and cornprises, according to the census of 1831, a population of 79,694. It con- 
15 of which are in the county of Waterford and 10 in the county 
ot Kilkenny. The Union was declared upon the 20th of April,. 1839.* The Board of 

_ J'uardiansis composed of 34 elected guardians and 11 ex-officio. At a meeting of the Board, 

SSoinw”™'' 22nd of June, 1839, it was resolved that a committee of nine guardians should be 

appointed. appointed to superintend the progress of the valuation of the Union ; such committee to be 
r-omr,., oi r * 1 . guardians to hold meetings once a fortnight, and to report to the Board when the 

S.mben frol eaeh be completed. The committee was composed of 

county, members from each county m the Union. The Board of Guardians subsequently pro- 

ceeded to elect by ballot valuators for the Union, but the Poor Law Commissioners having 
declined to confirm the appomtments as they were made by ballot, a . new election was had, 
and on the 30th of July, 1839, Messrs. Gregory Lymberry of Ballylogh, in the county of 
Waterford, and Jolm Barron- of Ballmumurra, in the county of Kilkenny, were appointed 
raluators of the rural portion of the Union, and Messrs. Thomas Mh Galway and Thomas 
Hearne, both of Waterford, wer« appointed valuators of the city.f 
City of Waterford. 

_ The first electoral division in the Union comprises the city of Waterford, with a small por- 
tion ot the suburbs. The population of the city, according to the census of 1831, was 28 821 
Its net annual value, as returned by the city valuator, is 54,433^. 14i-. Id., and the net annual 
value ofthe whole electoral division is 71,486^. 17^. Id. The city is divided into five wards - 
]’ Ward; 2. Custom House Ward; -3, Patrick’s Ward; 4, West Ward; 5, South 
Galway appointed Wpd. On the 13th of July, 1839, Messrs. Thomas Plearne and Thomas M>. Galway were an 
valuators. pointed city valuators, and by a resolution of the Board of Guardians on a subsequent day 

"''u ■ within which the city valuation was to he completed t ' ’ 

*iu"Zniy - Haviiig.arranged their respective boundaries with the county valuators, Messrs. Hearne and 

u -’lY their valuatiem. They were not professional valuators. Mr. Hearne was 

lTZ~Tr ^ ® property in houses in the city ; both had 

them. resided in the city oyer 40 years; , they were furnislitid with no documents to assist them in 

their valuation, and it dbes not appear that:thei'e is any document in existence by which they 
Old city valuation could be assisted, as the old city valuation for grand jury purposes is so low and uneoual th/f 
too low. ,l could not be used as a guide.§ The valuation of the whole city, according to that valuation 

amounts to 21, 000^. only. ® ’ 

SS!"*g“ inquired what rents were paid, and the occupiers, with very few exceotiohs 

.. 11 , loia. .readily supplied them with every information. They state that they wore saved much trouble 

by issuing printed circulars requiring that each occupier should inform them of the rent and 
taxes to which they were liable. These circulars were left at each house and called for the 
Never inquired following morning, and were generally filled by the occnpiers.ll They state that they 

">»■» in such a mLer"as thej^h“gh. sufficS 
to enable them to judge ol the value, but they did not minutely inspect the different apart- 
ments. J hoy never asked what it cost to build the house— they merely considered the lettinv 
value. They fixed the value of each tenement at the rent which they thouo-ht a solvent 
tenant wou d give on a letting from year to year, and their valuation was generaUy under the 
rents actually paid excejjt in cases where fines were paid, where the rent was a ground-rent or 
'“P’-ovements w«-e made by the tenants. 'The valuators were directed by the guardians to 
Sim one-t^n'd pff Small properties, such as thatched cabins and small tenements, and the 

considered themselves justified in giving those directions on account of the much 
t. Jriy « Comparative e^ense of keeping those small tenements in repair, and the uncertainty 
Kr«iir\,mtoti!c lettmgs.y The better plass of houses they valued nearly at the letting prices 

but generally under the rents paid. In the opinion of the valuators the valuation is about 
letting prices, but they never made any calculation to ascertain 
wtiat the difference was between their valuation and the rents. 

Rural Portion. 

. Lymberry and Barron, the rural valuators, were both practical farmers, one resid- 

ing m the county of Kilkenny and the other in the county of Waterford. Mr. Lymberry had 
been employed as a tithe-valuator on several occasions, and he was also employed under the 
County Wateriord Valuation Act (o value the western division ofthe barony of Decies with- 
out. Mr. Barron had also been employed as a lithe-valuator. 



Messrs. Lymberry 
and BaiTon rui-al 
valuators. 

Their previous ex- 
perience. 



* -App- 6, Rep. Poor Law Commissioners. 
% Extracts fiom Minute Book. ' “ 

II (Ciicukr.) 



I- Extracts from Minute Book. 

§ Evidence ofVaiuators, Ap. Evidence of Mr. Dobbyn, Ap. 
Please fill up this by To-morrow, for the City Valuators. 

The Rent you pay •. £■, s. d. 

Presentment Tax ir .u i , 

Lamp Tax ‘he last Year. 

Vestry Cess J 

Annual Repairs 

Incumbent Money not to be included. 

Signature 

*USee Evidence of Guardians, Ap. 
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. Barron was either confined by illness or absent from the county during the greater 
:he time I remained in Waterford, I was unable to procure Ws attendance. I 



Waletifiird. 

liKPORT. 



As Mr. 

part of the ....... .. . — 

examined Mr. Lymberr}', and he stated that the valuators were supplied with no documents Documents fur- 
to assist them in their valuation, except some ret.urns from the barony cess collectors in the nished. 
county of Waterford, and a copy of that portion of the county of Waterford valuation which 
comprised the Union. In the Kilkenny portion of the Union they were obliged to rely upon 
the rentals of the landlords and such information as they could procure from the occupiers. 

They reported their progress once a month to the Valuation Committee, who suggested alter- Reported progress 
ations, and the valuators frequently revisited the tenements to see if the suggestions of the 
committee were correct, when they found them correct they altered their valuation ac- 

°°toorrthey determined the value of each farm they walked it, over generally in company 

with the occupier, when they found him on the premises. They consulted him as to the crops 

it could bear, classified the different parts of the land according to the crops it could bear, 

and its txeneral appearance ; set a value upon each part and struck a general average. In each Always asked the 

case they asked w'hat rent was paid, and generally speaking, the valuation was under the rents. 

In some cases he considers that the valuation was 20 per cent, under the rents, but he could 
not say how much on an average the valuation throughout the Union was under the rents. 

Their directions from the guardians were to keep as near the letting value as they could. In tokeepasncartiieutting 

estimating the value, the valuators made no distinction between small and large farms, except te- 

where there happened to be a good house on a small farm, in which case they put an addi- 

tional acreable value on the land on account of the house and in no case, except in the imme- ratma'iiod a good house. 

diate neighbourhood of Waterford or Traraore, did they consider the vicinity of any town in 

the Union to be an advantage, and they only increased the scale of value bh the lands near 

Tramore when the house on the farm happened to be a good one. They fixed an acreable 

value on each farm, making no distinction whether the farm contained, one acre or one 

hundred ; and it made no difference in their valuation whether the land was held for a long 

term or from year to year. i • Different scale for 

They applied one uniform scale throughout the Union, which they only departed from m 
valuing the lands in the liberties of Waterford and the parts of the county immediately adjoining, fo^d. 

Their maximum of value in the rural parts was 2^. the acre, but lands in the liberties and irn- ^ • • . 

mediately adjoining they valued at from 3^. to 6^. the acre. They also departed from their scale part 2 ^. the acre, 
in valuing villa property, for they made some addition to the acreable value on account ot the jyfear Waterford, 
ornamental plantations. Their test of value was what a solvent tenant could pay and live by from 3^. to 6f. the 
the land as a farmer of his class ought to live, say on afarm offrom 25 to 40 acres; have meat , 

on Sunday and once a week besides, and have his family decently clothed; does not think leuoivame. 
that a farmer could afford to live in the manner described on a farm oi 10 acres held at his 
valuation. He considers that the rents in the Union are, generally speaking, high, and that uieunioaiiw. 

they are kept up by the competition for land, and by the increase within the last two yeais, cnusedbycompetiiionfor 
in the price of every article of produce which the farmer can sell. The rents of the lai^s 
near Tramore, the valuator considers to be enormously higb.‘<' In tins he appears to differ J^ormusly 

from the opinion of Mr. Gamble, who thinks that a tenant holding six acres ot land near 

Traraore at the rent of 3/. an acre (the rent generally paid) could clear at least 'ZOl. a- year ;f 
but Mr. Gamble takes into consideration the local advantages which such a tenant would 
have from vicinity to the town and sea manure, whilst Mr. Lymberry. seems to consider tha.t 
those advantages are not worth taking into account. Mr. Gamble also apj^ars to think 
that the lands in the Union, generally speaking, are let at moderate rents. That the price 
of all agricultural produce has increased considerably within the last 5 or 6 years, and 
that the improvements in the baronies with which he is best acquainted have been greater 
within the last 2 years than for 20 years preceding. , , a i * i 

Sevei-al obiections were lodged to the valuation. The tenants generally objected tliat they Opposition to valu- 

were valued too high. The landlords did not appear anxious to be valued high or low. It anon, 
appears from the evidence of some of the guardians that the tenants did not persevere m their tenants did not 
objections, and that the Revising Committee finally disposed of the objections to the satisfac- persevere in their 
tion of all parties, and a rate has been declared. objections. 

The Chairman of the Board of Guardians, the Chairman of the Valuation Committee, and 

*^TL^ChSrraarMrAldS^^^ Alcock, appears to think that the valuation of the city is P^^renf 
from 8 to 10 percent, under the rents ; that it is higher than the county valuation, which is ationtoieni. 
about 15 per cent, under the rents. He further states his opinion that the value of land is 
increasing— that the price of all produce has risen, and that the tenants in the county are 
able to pay their rents.§ 

Mr William Morris, Chairman of the Valuation Committee, thinks that the valuation 
of the' city is about ] 0 per cent., and the valuation of the county about 1 5 per cent., under the 
letting rents Mr. Michael Dobbyn, the agent of Mr. Christmas, is of opinion that the vaination 
of the city was a fair uniibrm valuation at the rents which a solvent tenant could pay, wha. 
the tenem4ts would let for one year with another; cannot say whether it is under tlie actua. 
letting rents paid, but thinks that the valuation of the county is about 10 per cent under the 

rents Mr Botran the agent of Mr. Fitzgerald, thinks that the city valuation is about b - per 

cent, under the rents, and that the county valuation is _ about 10. per cent, under the rents. 

Mr. Gamble thinks that the county valuation is from 15 to 20 per cent, under the leuts. 



* Evidence of valuator. 
t Evidence of Guardian: 



+ Evidence of Mr. Gamble. 

§ Evidence of H. Alcock, Chairman. 
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HEfOET. 



appendix to REPORTS rdothoe to the 

electors who have registered ia a,d 
at present entitled to voteTppear 883 of whl u 

K:^et;s:::a:l'r££nf5i3S“‘^ 

of acres held by each. “ ‘'“'ed- and the number 

Inquiry held at Waferford, 19th. 20th, 22d, 23d, and 24th March 
and 1st and 5th April, 1841. 
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APPENDIX to REPORTS relative to the' 



CARRICK-ON-SUIR UNION. 



Carrick-on-Suir. 

Report. 

Populaliun aod e!:tent of 

Comprises jiatls of llitee 
counttca, Tipperary, Kii* 
fcoRijy, Waterl’ord. 




ifradsliaw for (own. 



laycien valued under 
Ci Jiy Acts and for privalo 



it as tJiey tliou>^ht it iii< 
correct, Iiad iio oilier 



Did Dot malte anyurittc 
entry of tiie difTeruiit 
qmilitius or llic No. acre: 
01 each quality. 




liimsolfand family.and 



REPORT. 

The Union of Carrick-on-Suiv, in the counties of Tipperary, Waterford, and Kilkenny, extends 
over 103,709 statute acres, and comprises a population- of 40/259; according to the census of 
1831.* 

It is divided into thirteen electoral divisions, three of which afe in the county of Tipperary, 
six in the county of Eilkennyj and the remaining four in the countyof Waterford. 

The Union was declared on-the 25th, May, 1839. • The number-of guardians, 7 ex-officio, 
and 21 elected: . , 

The first meeting of the Board of Guardians was held at the Petty SessipiK Court, of Carrick- 
on-Suir, on the 6th July, 1839 ; -when, it was resolved, that a committee of 12 be appointed to 
conduct and superintend the valuation, and that it should be formed in the following manner : — 
that three guardians should be appointed fram each county in the Union ; and, in order to avoid 
the least colour or pretext for any ungrounded suspicion of the acts of the Board, to add', a 
practical farmer from each of the three counties to the -Committee of Valuation^ 

The committee were accordingly unanimously named . by. the. guardians, and it was resolved, 
that they should meet once a fortnight,, to superintend the valuation, and that they, shoulddiave 
associated with them one guardian from each electoral division for- the- time being under 
valuationif 

Advertisements were directed to be inserted in several .newspapers for valuators^;, and on the 
3rd August, 1839, several candidates having applied; Messrs-. James Hayden, of the county 
Kilkenny, and Thomas Walsh, ofthe county Waterford, were elected valuators of the rural 
portion of the Union ; and Mr. Samuel Bradshaw wa,s. elected valuator of, the -town of Carrick.- 
on-Suir. 

Mr. Walsh was not a professional valuator,, nor was Mr. . Hayden — both were practical 
farmers, and held large farms in their own hands. Mr. Walsh, had been previously employed 
under tlie County Waterford! Valuation Act, and had valued imdei- it,, in conjunction with Mr. 
Thomas Gamble,. the whole barony of Middlethird ; he had alSo been employed to value private 
estates, 

. Mr. Hayden had been a valuator under the Tithe Composition Act, and had also valued 
private estates. 

The valuators were supplied with the county Waterford valuation, but did not use it, as they 
thought it incorrect, both as to acreage and value. They had no other documents to assist 
them.§ 

Mr. Thomas Walsh, whom alone I had' an opportunity of examining, stated that they went 
together to visit each farm ; they walked over it, examined every pai't, and determined its 
quality. They generally had some part of; each.farm turned up, or examined the gripes of 
ditches and pits to ascertain the quality. When they had finished their inspection they con- 
sulted together, made a rough calculation of the -values of the different parts, and thus-fixed the 
value of the whole, which they entered in their field-book. In a great many instances they 
visited the farms more than once. 

They did not make any written entry of the different qualities of soil in each farm, the number 
of acres of each particular quality, or make an accurate calculation of the- values ofthe different 
parts. 

They appear to have relied on .their experience as, practical farmere, to enable them to dis-r 
tinguish, on inspection, how much of each quality was contained in each farm (| 

They commenced their valuation ini the severe winter of, 1839, with the electoral divisions in 
the county Tipperary. Those divisions are placed first in the Union list.;, and theiri directions 
were to. value each division according to its order in the. Union. 

They considered that the difference of. season might- cause an unequal valuation between the 
different counties ; and, in order to prevent this, they valued, during the same winter, one or two 
farms in each parish, of the other two counties of Waterford and! Kilkenny. This they did.to 
assist their judgment when they should afterwards- come to value those counties in the summer 
or autumn.^ 

In estimating the value they considered the local advantages or disadvantage of each farm, 
aiid its convenience to markets-or manure-; what description-of crops the different soils would 
produce, and the probable price of that produce, which they calculated on an average of the 
prices for the three yeare preceding. After deducting all expenses, they allowed a certain pro- 
portion of the value of the produce to the tenant, and a certain proportion to the landlord. But 
those proportions were not fixed ; they varied according to the size and quality of each farm ; 
in small farms of 20 acres they always allowed such a proportion as would enable the tenant 
and his family to live in a comfortable manner, that is to say, to have meat once or twice a- 
week, and be clothed in comfortable clothing, suited to pei-sons of their class of life. Mr. Walsh 
thinks that a farmer holding 20 acres, according to his valuation, would be able to live as he 



* Appendix C. to 6th Report ofthe Poor Law Commissioners, 
t Extracts from Minute-book, Appendix. 

§ Evidence of Mr. Walsh, valuator, ibid. |1 Ibid. 



t Ibid. 
Ibid. 
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d^cribed. Thinks h» would have an interest in his farm of U. an acre; less could not sup- 
port a family. 

The number of persons having small farms is greater 
counties. 



Carrick-on-Suir. 



i Tipperary than in the other two 



The valuation was generally throughout the Union, under the rents, except in the division Thevainaticm generally-' • 
of Garrick, on the estates of the Marquis of Ormond and Marquis of Waterford.’* espies o*rUie*M''i^^^^^ 

The Valuation Committee approved of the mode of valuation adopted by the valuators, 
and having inspected the valuation sheets of the parishes of Carrick-on-Suir and Newtown! Com- 

agreed on a report, expressing their opinion, that, according to the plan adopted in the valua- “ouofcSKmidNe^’ 
tion, 'the valuators had preserved a just proportion throughout.! iro^Muq^tiivougCuV 

The valuation 'was watched by the committee, who inspected the returns from time to time. 

After the valuation was completed it was submitted in the usual manner for inspection, and The raUmUon lodged foe 
objections werelodged. imUiciiisiieetiou. 

The total number of objections lodged was 269 ; of those 102 were forever value, 98-for o*>i«tfo''5iodged. . 
errors in acreage, 2 for under value, 67 for clerical ei-rors, &c. 

.All those objections have since been disposed of. ’ aii dispofed of. 

Some alterations' were made on the recommendation of the committee,-who on objections some aiieraiioTis made 
for value always lowered the valuation, and a resolution -was passed, that wherever a 
reasonable doubt existed as to value, the valuator be requested to re-visitthe land or propertv+ 
in those cases where objections were lodged. 

All the occupiers appear to be satisfied, and but three appeals are threatened on the .part Aiuhe occupiers sausoed. 
.of the landlords; one by the Earl of Bessboro’, on a .question whether certain ornamental S"of^Kbom'fY“nd 
woods-ajid water-should be valued, the other two by gentlemen of the county Tiuoerarv for t''<' o'her* by Tfp'pcMrj 
having been valued too high.§ ' geailemeu,forovervuluo. 

The town valuator, Mr. Samuel Bradshaw, had been 'previously employed to value the Ti>e town vainaior, 
town for the Commissioners of Paving and Lighting, and also for church-rates, and in order viouslfompfotoT/j’caiu 
to ascertain (he value, he entered each tenement, examined it and inspected the rere. s'onle^H “r’ 

He always asked the rent, which no one refused to tell, and he was assisted by the rent in 5iginfog°.iSofo"/ciiurcii 
forming his estimate of the value. 

If he considered the rent afair rent, he generally set that down as the gross value, deducted GeueiaUysctdowQihe 
•for insurance which he calculated on a scale he got from an insurance office, and also for Deliafos.Jai^e^&c*’' 
repairs, according to the condition of the house at the time, and after further deduction for 
landlord’s and tenant’s rates and taxes found the net annual value. 

Only two persons lodged objections to his valuation; one did not appear to support his ob- o»c 
jection, the other on explanation got a reduction. oiuer case J roj'ciiou ' 

His valuation -was generally under the rents paid, except when the rents were ground rents vaiurtfoa ..eiiera 3 i uoUer 
or fines were paid, or there were great bargains on old leases ; but he never calculated how " 

much on the average his valuation'was under the rents. 

_His valuation was also under the valuation lately made for the Paving and Lichtinc Cora- Aisoun.icrva]im{ion 
missioners. i^nd«.rP.aUngand 

He inqnired.in some instances whether the occupiers had leases; generally speaking they OMctanyspeaifiagno 
had not, but it would not have made any difference in his valuation, as he conceived himself 
bound to value each tenement as if let from year to year. He states that there is great com- 
petition in the town for .houses varying in price from U. to 3^., but he does .not think it has 
raised the price as the occupiers are too poor to pay high prices.]! 

In the opinion of the guardians who have been examined, the valuation of the Union is high, i"yr'“ion ofG«ar,iii.nB 

but equal, and has given general satisfaction. ^^>c^uuaii«nisingiibut 

All the members of the Board of Guardians co-operated -with each other in the most cordial The Boarri co-operated 
manner.^f ■=ordially together. 

The number of ten pound registered electors, who have been registered in and since the 
year 1832, and whose tenements appear according to theplerk ofthe peace’s list to be situated 
in the Union, is 271, of these, 107 registered in 1832, and do not appearto have re-registered. 

The tenements of 72 have been traced in the rate-book. The. remaining 164 compose "the pre- 
sent constituency of the Union, and of those, 115 have been traced in the rate-book, the 
remaining 47 have not been traced. They probably, removed or died. For want of local 
information, they could not be traced. 

Subjoined is a table classifying such of those 271 electors, as have been traced according- to 
the valuation ofthe several tenements on (he rate-books, and showing the net annual va^liie 
and gross annual of their different tenements and the electoral divisions in which they are 
situated. As the rents have been taken from the field-book of Mr. 'Walsh, in which the 
acreable rent alone is entered, a reference must be made for the rents to the list of electors in 
the Appendix. 

W. jEFyeOTT. 

Inquiry held at Carrick on Suir, Tuesday and Wednesday, 

13th and 14th April, 1841. 



* Evidence of Thomas Walsh, valuator, Appendix. 
J Evidence of Guardians, ibid. 

!1 Evidence of Mr. Bradshaw, the Valuator, ibid. 



■t' Extracts from Minute-book, ibid. 
^ Extract from Minute Book, ibid. 
^ Evidence of Guardians, ibid. 
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Table of £10 Electors Registered in the Year 1S32, to December, 1840, inclusive, whose Tenements appear by the 
Clerks of the Peace’s Lists, to be situated in the Union. 

Carhick-on-Suir Union. 




II. Carrick-oii-Suir Union. 






Registered £10 Elector 


of 1833, to December, 
Rated and Unrated. 


840, inclusive, 


1. 






















K' 






§’ 


5i 


3- 




S 


1 






,f 


1 
















































No. 


Elcclor.n Divisions. 


Baronies. 




V 


1 












i 




1 








■s 


1 


i 


1 




























































» 


a 


$ 






o? 


- 








s 


* 






.5) 




a 


u. ■■ 




1 


Carrick-on-Suir. 
Town of Cnriick 




Tipperary . 








2 


2 






I 




2 




3 


: 






13 




13 


33 




Rural part of do. 


Slievardaiih . 


Ditio . . 






1 










1 


1 










2 
















Ditto • . 






































35 


3 


GranKemockler. 


Slievardagh . . . 


Ditto . . 


2 












2 


i 


1 








3 












4 


Tullahaught . 


Kells 


Kilkenny . 








































5 


Kilinag.inny . 


(Kells and Knockto-1 


Ditto • • 






2 








5 


4 


1 


5 


2 


2 


1 






22 


5 


27 


32 


G 




Iverk 


Ditto . • 






































17 


7 




Ditto 


Ditto • • 


i 




































8 


Moonkeely . . 


(Knocktopher amll 


Ditto . . 








6 


1 




5 


3 










1 




1 


17 


8 


25 


35 


9 




Knocktopher . 


Ditto . 




















3 






1 




1 


5 








10 






Waterford . 






























3 


10 




12 


IG 


11 


Mothell . 


Ditto 


Ditto . 




































12 


Rortlaw . . 




Ditto . . 








































13 


Kilinoleraii . 


Ditto . . . . • 


Ditto . . 


1 






i 










1 


















3 


' 








Total . 


4 




3 


9 


3 




15 


11 


10 


18 


5 


7 


8 


3 


IS 


115 


49 


164 


271 



^ III. Catrick-on-Suir Union. 


Estimate 
ia Sutulc 

of tlie re 


Extent 
Book, 
!(1 lOf. 


Net Annual t 
.as III Hate Bo 
ortheTenom 
of llie r.ile 
lot. Elector 


Ik* 


Gross An 
ns in Ita 
of tlie T< 


• V 
Clio 


hie 

ik. 


Bleecornl 

Division. 


Population 

Electoral 

Division, 

laai. 


Na 




Baronies. 


CuuiiUes. 


















£ s. 


d. 


£ 


s. 


d. 






1 


Cariick-on-Sui 






























Town of Car-i 
rick . .J 


Ufa and Offa, East . 


Tipperary 




3 


1 


Hi 


397 10 




443 


17 


8 


1 14,833 


11,115 






Slicvardagh • . • 


Ditto . 




999 


2 


36 


1032 18 




1370 


3 


OJ 


1 










Ditto . 




630 


1 


12 


341 9 


9 


505 


18 


43 


2,349 


1,853 






Slievurclagh . . . 


Ditto . 




619 


3 


0 


345 1 




493 










4 


Tullahaught . 


Kells 


Kilkenny 




422 


0 


5 




10^ 
















Kells and Knocktopher 


Ditto . 




1208 










sou 








970 








Ditto , 




042 


3 


21 






















Ditto . 




565 


0 


4 


334 6 


6 


485 




10| 












Ditto 




1429 


1 


12 


546 12 


4 


917 












Glonmore . 




Ditto 




233 


0 


28 


174 2 


1 














Waterford 




1154 


0 


14 












7 ,553 


1 ,/no 




Mothell . . 




Ditto 




2921 


1 


7 


1876 19 








H 




































13 


Kilmoleran ■ 


Ditto 


Ditto . 




1 


1 


lOJ 


44 10 


0 


54 


2 




11,544 










Total 




10,831 


0 


2ia 


7890 4 


2^ 


10,590 


0 


u 


103,709 


40,259 



For Acreable Rent see Appendix. 
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KILMALLOCK UNION. 



REPORT. 

The Union of Kiltnallock was declared on the 9th of January. 1839, by the name of Declaration and 
the Bruff Union, which was changed to its present name by an order of the Poor Law 
Commissioners, dated the 8th of July, 1839. It contained, at first, only twenty-one 
electoral divisions, all lying within the county of Limerick ; but has since* been enlarged 
by the annexation of the electoral division of Charleville, which was originally a part cf 
the Mallow Union. One townland in this division is in the county of Limerrick, the rest 
of it lies within the county of Cork. , v <■ t i n„,.i 

The area of the Union, in its present extent, is stated, in the Sixth Annual Report of Unfon!^* 

the Commissioners, to be 151,179 statute acres, containing, according to the census of 
1831, a population of 74,776 inhabitants.1 The area, as ascertained by the valuators, 
and stated in the valuation books, is 167,253a. 3r. 28p. statute measure.^ 

The county Limerick portion of the Union includes the greater part of the baronies 
of Costlea and Small County, a considerable part of the barony of Coshma, and a small 
part of the barony of Upper Connelloc ; and the portion of the Union which is in 
the county of Cork lies partly within the barony of Orrery and Kilmore, and partly 
within that of Fermoy. „ . p,,„_ 

There are thirty-one elected, and ten ex-officio Guardians. ^ 

From the minutes of the first meeting of the Board, which was held on the 20th of ^ new valuation of 
February, 1839, it would appear that a majority of the Guardians were then of opinion, the Union resolved 
that it was not necessary to have an altogether new valuation made of those parts of the upon. 

Union which had been already valued under the Tithe Composition Acts. It was after- 
wards, however, determined, that a new valuation should be made of the whole Union ; 
and by a resolution passed at a meeting of the Board, held on the 9th of April, 1839, 
it was ordered that advertisements for valuators should be published. This was done, 
and several tenders were in consequence made, and, on the 9th of May following, laid 
before the Board, who on that day appointed Messrs. Michael Roche and I\'Iichael Lynch Messr.?. Jncliael 
(whose tenders were not the lowest) to be the valuators of the Union.§ L\mch appointed^* 

Mr. Roche has for nearly forty years been the resident proprietor of a large farm yaluatori^ 
within a mile or two of the town of Kilmallock •, and it is from his experience as a farmer Qualiticationsofthe 
that his knowledge of the value of land has been derived. He had many years ago valuators, 
made, with the assistance of a Mr. Gubbins, a valuation, for the purposes of the Tithe 
Composition, of the parish of Kilmallock. That valuation appears to have given great 
and general satisfaction. At the meeting of the Board, which had finally resolved upon 
advertising for valuators, Mr. Roche’s qualifications for the task were spoken of by 
several Guardians in the highest terms, and the resolution by which ho was appointed 
embodies a very strong declaration of confidence in his intelligence and expericnce.[| 

Mr. Michael Lynch (who was also a fanner) died in the month of January, 1840, Death of Mr. 
before the valuation was half completed, and the Guardians thereupon appointed bis vJuation 

eldest son, Mr. Thomas Lynch, to succeed him as colleague to Mr. Roche. _ completed. 

On the 6th of June, 1839, the Board appointed a Committee of nine Guardians to His son, Mr. 
co-operate with the valuators, and on the 18th of the same month the number of this Thomas Lynch, ap- 
Valuation Commitce was increased to fifteen ; and it was directed by the Board to meet 
when the valuation of each electoral division should be finished for the purpose of Valuation Coramit- 
reporting on it to the Board.^ tee appointed. 

I had not, in the course of my inquiry, the advantage of an interview with Mr. Thomas Mr. Roche’s evi- 

Lynch, or any of the assistant valuators hereinafter named, and had therefore to derive dence on the sub- 
my information as to the manner in which the valuators had proceeded, and the test e\aua 

of value they had applied, from Mr. Roche alone. He, however, was fully competent to 

give me the information I required as to the valuation of every part of the Union ; _ for 
he had visited in person every tenement it contained, for the purposes of the Valuation, 
and had not only completed without assistance the valuation of some districts (having 
been deprived of the assistance of his first colleague by the state of that gentleman s 
health for some time before his death) but had also, generally speaking, examined and 
confirmed the valuation where not originally made by himself, sometimes introducing 
slight alterations with the concurrence of the other valuators. 

A lew tithe surveys, which Mr. Roche states to have been of little use except in ascer- jg 

taining the general extents of parishes, and, in some instances, townlands, and the valuators. ^ 
county-cess applotment books, which he did not use except for the purpose of ascertaining 
the amount of county-cess, were, with the exception of a few private maps of particular 
estates and a few rentals, the only documents he was able to procure to assist him in 
making the valuation ; and he did not rely upon these either as to the quantity or the 
value of the land he had in any instance to value.** 

* By an order of the Poor Law Coramissionei's, dated the 16th of February, 1840. 

•t Sixth Annual Report of the Poor Law Commissioners, Appendix, p. 29G ; and 
Report, Appendix, p. 96. . 

t See Table at the end of this Report. § Extracts from Mmutc-Book, Appendix. 

II Extracts from Minute-Book, Appendix. If E.xtraets from Minute-Book, Appendix. 

** Evidence of Mr. Roche, Appendix. 
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liEPORT. ' says, that he did not found his valuation upon any estimate of the produce 

of the land. He took the land in its actual state, without regard to the degree in which 

Test of value adopt- admitted of improvement, and considered what it ought in fairness to be let for from 
ed in the'valuation. year to year to a person paying, in addition to the rent, the expense of keeping the land 

The fair rent. as he found it, and all taxes except tithe.* That which he considered the fair rent for 

the land under such circumstances is, according to his valuation, its net annual value. 
In answer to various questions of mine he gave several descriptions of what he consi- 
dered the fair rent, and to all of these, when read over to him from my notes of his 
evidence, he adhered as consistent and proper descriptions of what he understood to be 
the fair rent for land, and, as such, its net annual value. 

Mr. Roche’s de- said that the rent to be fair, as he understood the word, should bo such as to 

scription of what he leave the tenant, for the payment of his taxes and the . subsistence of himself and his 
considereafah'rent, family, one-third of what would be the rack-rent for the same.land, over and. above the 
raSent ^ tenant paying the :rack-rent might contrive to make out of 'the 

Rack-rent, what, l^tnd. By “■ a rack-rent” he said he meant such a rent. as the tenant could not pay by 

according to him. lueans of the land, without confining himself to bare subsistence, and depriving himself 

of every comfort and convenience. He gave some tenants within the Union, holding- 
only two or three acres each, and paying from 3/. 'to 41 an -acre as instances (extreme 
ones) of the degree of privation to which he referred. They . contrived, he said, to pay 
the rent and live; but they lived very, poorly — '• indeed'quite.miserably”--tilling a srnall 

part of the land for a corn-crop, by means of which they .proposed to pay the rent, 

planting the rest with potatoes for the family,— feeding a pig or sometimes two besides’ 

and generally adding a little to their means of living by working for hire.f 
Other descriptions • “what a tenant could pay, reserving reasonable remunera- 

byMr. Roche of ' his capital, time, and labour,” was just what he meant by a “ fair” rent, and This 

what he thinks the according to him, the utmost that could be got from a solvent tenant ; a solvent 

fairrent. tenant being, as he understood and applied the word “solvent,” not a tenant barely able 

from year to year, by means of the land, to pay his rent, but a tenant with capital, 
able not only to pay his rent, but to compensate in damages for a breach of covenant. 
From such a tenant, Mr. Roclie said, that a rent which would not leave him reasonable 
remuneration for his capital, time, and labour, could not be got. He thought that he 
Difference between valued small farms somewhat higher or (as he expressed himself) “ a-shade higher” 
the valuation of than large ones, from taking into account the money-capital necessary for the cultivation 

largo and small and management ot the latter. Jn calculating the remuneration he thought reasonable 

for the tenant’s capital, he considered him, he said, entitled to five per cent, “ perhaps 
more, certainly not less;” and he thought him entitled to the same remuneration for his 
time and labour as he would get for the same time and labour, that is the constant 
management of the same quantity of land, as steward for another. For any profit to be 
made by the tenant, over and above the remuneration he thought reasonable for his 
capital, time, and labour, he did not make any allowance. To do so would, he said, be, 
in his opinion, to take from the rights of the landlord.^ 

Valuation of houses. ^ hen valuing a house, to whicli no land was annexed, he considered what it would be 
reasonably worth to a person who should take it from year to year and keep it in the 
state it was in, estimating, according to the best of his judgment, the advantages, if any, 
of its situation, and calculating what it would cost each year to keep it in the state it 
was in at the time of the valuation. He in every case supposed the house to be insured. 
Valuation of houses When he found a house and land occupied together, he valued them together; the 
and land when oc- standard prescribed by the Act of Parliament could not properly, in his opinion, be ap- 
oupietl together. plied -to either separately, the value of each to the tenant being affected by its being 
occupied with the othcr.§ 

For further particulars as to the manner in which the valuation was conducted, I refer 
to Mr. Roche’s evidence, from which I liave above extracted all that appeal’s to me neces- 
sary to make the principle of his valuation understood 
Meeting (19th of At a meeting of the Board, held on the 19th of October, 1839, the members of the 
October. 1839) of Valuation Committee then present having, by the direction of the Board, taken into 
the Roard and Va- consideration the valuation of the electoral divisions of Galbally and Ballylanders which 
iuation Lommittee. a^short time before completed, and the members -of the general Board having 

taken part in the discussion which ensued, a resolution was carried by a large majority. 
Resolution declar- declaring it to be the opinion of the committee and meeting, that the standard of net 
S Sedbv ^ value which had been adopted in those districts was too high, and that the valuators 
the valuators too requested to modify and revise .that valuation ; and further, that the rule generally 

high. adopted of taking U. 3c^. from the gross produce, including all charges, use of capital, 

&c. (so runs the resolution in the minute-book), had been found to eive much satis- 
faction. II ^ 

The standard of Roche says, that some time previous to the meeting at which this resolution 

value not altered in passed, he had made a reduction of about 121- per cent, on his valuation of a part of 
consequence. tlie electoral division of Galbiilly, upon reconsidering itun consequence of the represen- 

tations of some of the Guardians; but that he did not lower or alter the standard of his 
valuation in consequence of the resolution passed on the 19th of October, 1839.1T He 
says also, that the Valuation Committee never interfered with the valuation while in 



* Evidence of Mr. Roche, Aptendix. 
•I' Ibid. 

I Ibid, 



§ Evidence of Mr. Roche, Appendix. 

11 Extracts from Minute-Book, Appendix. 
^ Evidence-of Mr. Roche, Appendix. 
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Kilmallock. 



progress, except upon the occasion of that meeting-; and although; after the annual „ 
election of Guardians, which took place in March, 1840, a new Valuation Committee, ^ort. 

consisting of sixteen Guardians, was appointed' by the- Board; there appears no trace in 
the minute-book of any further interference wilh the valuators on the part of the Board, 
or the Valuation Committee of either year. 

The time within which the valuators had' undertakeir to complete- the valuation having Appointment of 
expired in June, 1840, and Mr. Roche having informed the Board- that he could not assistant-valua- 
complete it before the 15th of September in that year, and the. Poor Law Commissioners 
having refused to consent to the extension of time which he applied- for, and the Guardians 
had agreed to give, the Board, at the suggestion of.' the- Commissioners, and with the 
consent of Mr. Roche, appointed on the 22nd of July, 1840, four assistant-valuators, viz. 

Messrs. John Ryan, Lawrence MUarthy, 'William Gubbins, jun., and Daniel Kirby.* 

These gentlemen are stated by Mr-. Roche to have carried on their share of the valu- 
ation, in conformity with the instructions of himself and colleague ; and Mr. Roche him- 
self, before the valuation-books were finally closed, visited the district that had been 
valued by the assistant-valuators, and examined their valuation, in. order to ensure a 
uniformity of valuation throughout the Union. He did not find occasion to alter any 
valuation made by them except in a.veiy few instances. f 

The valuators of the Union of Mallow had valued the electoral, division of Charleville- ''a-fo^tions 
before it was. separated from that, to be annexed to- the Kilmallock, Union ; and the division 
field-books then used by them were handed to Mr. Roche, to assist him in his valuation Charleville. 
of that disti-ict. He says that he used, butdid.not adopt, the valuation of the Mallow 
valuators, and he thinks that, if he had adopted it; the valuation throughout this Union 
would not have been uniform, the valuation; of the Mallow valuators being somewhat 
higher than his. Pie described the difference, betweem the two valuations as being 
greater with regard to houses and other rateable- property, not consisting of land, than 
with regard to land, as to which it was very slight ; and added, that he thought no two 
valuators, acting without consulting, together, would-be found to agree as, to, tiie value of 
the former kind of property. J 

The valuations of the several electoral divisions;, having, when completed, been Revision, 
brought under the consideration of the Board, met, in almost every instance, with the 
general approbation of the Guardians. A number of objections, however, were made 
to the valuation of some parts of the Union, as, too, high; most of them by rated occu- 
piers of Galbally, and the Guardians representing that district. Those having been 
considered by the Board, and a few reductions agreed upon in consequence, the Board, 
at a meeting held on the 21st of October, 1840, declared all: objections disposed of, and 
confirmed the valuation : and on the 20th of November, 1840, the first rate was struck 
at 5rf. in the £1. There had not been, at the time of my inquiry, any notice given of an 
intention- to appeal. Mr. Roche states that the rate-payers, generally speaking, have 
hitherto expressed satisfaction with the valuation, and that he has not heard that any 
landlord has objected to it, adding that the general feeling botli of landlords and 
tenants, as far as he has been able to observe, lias been and is in favour of a low valu- 
ation. § 

I have searched the rate-books for the rating of every £10 elector of the county of Rafingofio^. 
Limerick, or Cork, who appears from the lists of the clerks of the peace to have regis- Limerick 
tered in or since 1832, out of property lying within this Union. The first table in the 
Appendix, contains the result of that search. 

The number of £!(' electors of the county Limerick at present entitled to vote, whose 
tenements lie within this Union, and whose rating I have been able to ascertain, is 238. 

'These may be divided into three classes as follows: — 



1st Class. Those, 60 in number, who originally registered under the 10th Geo. IV., 1 st Class, 
and have since registered under the Reform Act. 

2nd Class. Those, 35 in number, who registered for the first time in 1832, under the 2 nd Class. 
Reform Act, and have re-registered since. 

3rd Class. Those, 143 in number, who registered for th.e first, time since 1832. 3rd Class. 

Of the 60 forming the first of these classes — • 

0 are rated- under £10, 

5 at or over-£10 and under- £15, 

5 at or over £15- and under £20,- 

11 at or over £20 and under £30, 

37 at or over £30, and 

2 are rated jointly. 

Of the 35 forming the second classi — 

3 are rated under £5', 

4 at or over £5- and under £10, 

4 at or over £10 and under £15, 

4r at or over, £15-and under ^20, 

8 at or over £20 and under £30,. and. 

12 at or over £30. 



* Extracts from Mhiute-Book, Appendix, 
•t Evidence of Mr. Roche, Appendix. 



t Evidence of Mr. Roche, Appendix. 
} Ibid. 
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Of the 143 forming the third class — 

8 are rated under £5, 

10 at or over £5 and under £I0, 

15 at or over £10 and under £15, 

6 at or over £15 and under £20, 

SO at or over £20 and under £30, and 
74 at or over £30. 

Taking the entire number of present £10 electors whom I have classified as above, 
without regard to that classification — 

11 are rated under £5, 

14 at or over £5 and under £10, 

‘24 at or over £10 and under £15, 

15 at or over £15 and under £‘20, 

49 at or over £20 and under £30, 

123 at or over £30, and 
2 are rated jointly. 

I also ascertained the rating of 206 of the registered £10 electors of 1832, who had not 
since renewed their registries. 

Of 124 out of this number who had previously registered under the 10th Geo. IV. — 

7 are rated under £5, 

8 at or over £5 and under £10, 

] 5 at or over £10 and under £15, 

16 at or over £15 and under £20, 

32 at or over £20 and under £30, 

41 at or over £30, and 

5 are rated jointly ; 

and of the remaining 82, who registered, for the first time, in 1832, and have not since 
renewed their registries — 

7 are rated under £5, 

8 at or over £5 and under £10, 

C at or over £10 and under £15, 

8 at or over £15 and under £20, 

8 at or over £20 and under £30, 

41 at or over £30, and 
4 are rated jointly. 

The number of £10 electors of the county of Cork, at present entitled to vote, whoso 
tenements lie within the Union, and whose rating I have been able to ascertain, is 10 ; 
of these — 

• 0 are rated under £7, 

2 over £7 and under £10, 

1 at and over £10 and under £15, 

2 at and over £15 and under £20, 

1 at and over £20 and under £30, 

4 at and over £30 ; 

and I have ascertained, besides, the rating of eleven £10 electors who registered in 1832, 
but have not since renewed their registries : of these — 

2 are rated under £5, 

3 over £5 and under £10, 

1 over £10 and under £15, 

0 at and over £15 and under £20, 

2 at and over £20 and under £30, 

3 at and over £30. 

The lists of the Clerk of the Peace for the county of Cork did not enable me to dis- 
tinguish those of the registered £10 electors of 1832 who had, from those who had not, 
previously registered under the 10th Geo. IV. 

Of the £10 electors at present entitled to vote in either of the counties into which the 

Union extends, and whose rating I have ascertained (248 in all), I find that 

1 1 would be disfranchised if a rating 6f £5, 

1 7 if a rating of £6, 

20 if a rating of £7, 

25 if a rating of £8, 

28 if a rating of £9, and 

32 if a rating of £10 were made the qualification. 

As he proceeded with his valuation, Mr. Roche ascertained, in the manner described in 
his evidence, and as accurately as his means there mentioned of obtaining the information 
would admit of, the rents paid by the several occupiers, and regularly entered them in 
liis field-books, which he produced to me. Of the 465 occupiers who are, or have been, 
£10 electors, and whose rating I have ascertained, there are 453 whose rents I have 
been enabled by means of Mr. Roche’s field-books to state in the first Table in the 
Appendix. 
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proportioDs of the total acreage rating and rent of these will appear from 



KUmallock. 



Report. 

Rent and Rating of 
10^. Electors corn- 
pared and classified. 



Number of Occupiers 
vlio are or have been £10 
ilecforg, and whose Rents 
and Rating have been 
ascertained. 



Number of 
Tenements. 



Total extent of their 
Tenements in 
Statute Measure. 



Total Net 
Annual Value ofths 
Tenements. 



Total Amount of their 



I ascertained by Valuators. 



The instances in which the 
follows : — 



Classification of the instances in which the Net Annual 



Value exceeds tlie Rent. 



by less than £1 ......... 

by £1 or upwards and less than £2 
by £2 or upwards and less than £3 
by £3 or tijnvards and less tliau £4 
by £4 or upwards and less than £5 
by £5 or upwards and less than £7 
by £7 nr upwards ami less tliau £10 
by £10 or upwards. ....... 

Total number ofinsfaiices in which the Rating! 
exceeds the Reut | 



Number of 
instances in 
which the Net 
Anuual Value 
exceeds the 
Rent. 



Number of 



Occupiers 

have been 
£10 Electors, 
and whose 
Rating has 

ascertained. 



I Number of 
I those whose 
Tenemeuts 

include Land. 



Those whose rents have been ascertained, classified 
follows : — 



according to amount of rent, are as Classification of 
Rents of lOf. 

^ Electors. 



"Occupiers who 
are or have 
been £10 Electors, 
and whose 
Rents have been 
ascertained. 



mJ h ^ be found a table shewing the rating and rents, as stated in 

Mr. Roche s field-books, of the occupying tenants, registered and unregistered, of some 
towniands which lie adjoining each other in the electoral division of Galballv, and of one 
m the electoral division of Dromm. I was prevented, only by the unavoidable shortness 
ot the time allotted .to my inquiry, from including in this Table a number of variously 
circumstanced estates in other parts of the Union. ^ 

Of the occupying tenants of Duntryleague, and the adioining towniands, there are 27 
whose tenements contain less than five statute acres, and of these— 

25 are rated under £5, and the remaining 
2 over £5 and under £6. 

upward's—”**'™ “ number, rvhose tenements contain five statute acres or 

1 is rated under £5, 

10 are rated over £5 and under £10, 

10 over £10 and under £15, 

4 at or over £15 and under £20, 

9 over £20 and under £30, 

10 over £30 and under £40, 

4 over £40 and under £50, 

7 over £50. 
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Number of those whose Re 


fits are 








Less 

than 

£5. 


£5 or 
upwards 

less than 
£10. 


£10 or 
upwards 

less than 
£15. 


£15 or 
upwards 

less than 
£20. 


£20 or 
upwards 
and 

less than 
£30. 


£30-or 

upwards 

ess than 
£40. 


£40 ot 
' £5*0.'^° 


£50 or 
upwards 

£75?” 


£75 or 
upwards 

less than 
£100, 


£100 

upwards. 


46 


23 


35 


50 


66 


54 


48 


.52 


49 


30 



Number ot 
Tenements 
occupied by 
those who are 
or have been 
£10 Electors, 
and whose 
Rents and 
Rating have 
been 


^Number of 
those of 
which the 
Rating is less 
than the 
Rent. 


Number of 
those of 
which the 
Net Annual 
Value aud 
the Rent are 


Number of 
those of 
Avhich the 
Net Annual 
Value 
exceeds the 
Rent. 


475 


317 


14 


144 



Number of those wliose Tenements contain 1 




5 


10 Acres 


15 Acres 


20Acces 


30 Acres 


40 Acres 


50 Acres 


75 Acres 


100 

upwards. 


Statute 

Measure. 


upwa’'ds 
10 Acres. 


upwards 

ISAcres. 


upwards 
20 Acres. 


upwards 

30Acrw, 


upwards 
and nut 
40 Acres. 


upwards 
and not 
)0 Acres. 


upwards 
and not 
75 Acres. 


upwards 

lOOAcres 


15 


24 


29 


44 


81 


83 


42 


67 


15 


29 
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The relative proportions of the total acreage, rating and rent of each of these classes, 
;Beport. ^ together, without regard to their classification as above, will 

Comparison of Rent following Table 



and Rating of 
Occupii 



Classification of the Occupiers of Duntryleague 
and the adjoining Townlands, whose Rents and 
Rating are stated in Appendix. 


Number 
of the 
Tenements. 


Total Extent of 
he Tenements in 
Statute Measure 


Total Net 
Annual 


Total 

Amount of 
Rent. 


[Not including land. 

1 Including laud, but 
Class I. Tenements. \ (.ojjtaining less than 
[ five statute acres . . 
Class II.— Tenements containing five statute 
acres or upwards 


3 

24 

55 


A. a. P. 


£. 5. d. 

4 10 0 

71 0 0 

1507 12 0 


£. s. d. 
6 10 0 

86 10 1 
1748 13 11 


n 37 

1412 2 18 


Total of both classes 


82 


1489 3 15 i 1583 2 0 


1841 14 0 



Classification 
according toExce 
of Rating above 
Rent. 



ciassifvlnv those tenements, according to tlio number of instances in which the rating 
. . f -1. cs,. -Je. ^r.cc■ fVioTi tbn rnnt,. thev are as follows 



Number of 
Tenements in 
Duntryleague 
and the ad- 
joining Town- 
lands, the 
Rents and 
Rali)igofwhicl 
are stated in 
Appendix 

No. 4. 


Number of 
tliese of 
which the Net 
Annual Value 
is less than tlie 
Rent.' 


Number of 
which the 
Net Annual 
Value and 
tlie Rent are 
equal. 


Number of 
which die 
Net Amiual 
Value exceeds 
the Rent. 


82 


60 


5 


17 



|Classilic.Tt 



III of tlie Number of Instances in which the Ratiagj 
exceeds the Rent. ' 



I by less than £1 . • 

by upwards of £l and less than £2 . 
by upwards of £2 and less than £3 . 
by £3 • • • • • • • • • • • • 
by upwards of £4 and less than to . 
by upwards of £5 and less than £7 . 
by upwards of £7 and less than £10 
by upwards of £10 

Total Number of Instances in which the Rating! 
exceeds tlie Rent 



Of tlie occupymg tenants of Rathcannon, there arc 35 wW tenements do not 
land Jnd 7 besides whose tenements contain less than five statute acres Of these 42 
39 are rated under £o, 

2 over £5 and under £10, and the remaining 
1 over £50. 

There me 17 occupiers on this townland, whose tenements contein upwards of five 
statute acres. Of these — 

1 is rated over £30 and under £40, 

3 are rated over £40 and under £50, and the remaining 
13 over £50. 

Cmparisoo of The rolative proportions of the total acreage, rating and rent of each 

Rent ana Ralingot ;„t„ which I have divided the Rathcannon occyers, as well as ot both 
Occupiers. indiscriminatelv together, will appear from the following Table . 



Classification of the Tenements in Rathcannon, 
the Rents and Rating of which avc stated m 
Appendix. 



Class I.— Tenements. 



Not including land. 



five statute acres. 



[Class II. — ^Tenement 
acres or upwards. 



Total of both classes. 



Number 
of the 
Tenements. 


Total Extent of 
the Tenements in 
Statute Measure. 


Total Net 
Annual 
Value. 


Total 

Amount of 
Rent. 






£. d. 


£. s. d. 


35 




42 10 0 


89 10 11 


7 


10 2 24 


22 5 0 


36 16 1 


17 


1099 0 29 


2229 11 0 


3060 17 11 


59 


2009 3 13 


2294 6 0 


3187 4 11 



Classifyiug these tenements according to the number of instances in which the rating 
exceeds, equals, or is less than the rent, they arc as follows 



Number of 
Tenements in 
Ratlicannon, the 
Rents and Rating cf 
wliioh arc slated in 
Appendix. 


Number of tliese 
of wliicli tlie Net 
Annual Value is 
less tban the Rent. 


Number of wblcli 
tlie Net Annual 
Value and the Rent 
are equal. 


Number of whicli 
the Net Annual 
Value exceeds the 
Rent. 


59 


54 


4 


1 
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In ihe one instance in which the rating exceeds the rent, the rent is £1 and the net 
annual value £1. 10s. Mr. Roche thinks the effect of his valuation, taking one part of 
the Union with another, is to throw three-fifths, or very nearly three-fifths, of the poor- 
rate on the landlord, leaving the other two-fifths, or a little more, to he borne by the 
tenant. 

Before I conclude, 1 must remark that in my statements as to the number of electors 
registered out of property lying within the Union, I believe I approximate very closely 
(within a very few names) to the exact truth. In a lew instances I may have been unable 
to trate an elector in the rate-book, merely on account of the situation of his freehol 
being described in the clerk of the peace’s list by a name different from that by which 
the same place is described in the rate-books. I have been, in one or two instances, 
supphed by chance with information, which enabled me to ascertain the rating of electors 
whom this diversity of names would otherwise have prevented me from tracing. 



Inquiry held at Kiimallock, the 23rd, 24th, 25th, and 26th of March, and the 
12th of April, 1841. 

ISAAC S. O’CALLAGHAN. 



2R2 



Kiimallock. 

Report. 
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NEWCASTLE UNION. 



Netcca^lle. 

Report. 

Declaration of the 
Union. 

Its extent and po- 
pulation. 

Number of 
guas'dians. 

Mr. Wilson appoint 
ed valuator. 
Valuation Com- 
mittee appointed. 
Valuator’s qualifi- 
cations. 

Not in Newcastle 
at the time of the 
inquiry held there. 
Examined by writ- 
ten queries. 

Valuation begun in 
August, 1839. 



Mr. Wilson’s stand- 
ard of value — 




Valuation laid 
before the Board, 



and found incom- 
plete. 



Appointment of 
divisional revisors. 



REPORT. 

The Union of Newcastle was declared on the 28th of December, 1838. It lies entirely in 
the County of Limerick, extending over a surface of 132,89.5 statute acres, and contains, 
according to the census of 1831, a population of 51,605 inhabitants ; so that more than one- 
fourth of the extent and nearly one-fourth of the population of the County are within its limits.* 
The Board is composed of 7 ex-officio and 22 elected guardians. 

On the 2d of July, 1839, Mr. William Wilson was appointed by the Board valuator 
of the Union, and undertook to have the valuation completed on the 25th of March, 1840. 
The remuneration he was to receive was 21. IOj. per thousand (Irish) acres. On the same 
day the Board appointed a committee of seven guardians to superintend the valuation.f 

Mr. Wilson, who has been an extensive holder of land, is by profession a surveyor, and had 
valued land before as Commissioner under the Tithe Composition Acts, as well as for private 
individuals. He has since valued the Unions of Cootehill, Granard, and Kilkeel ; and at the 
time of mv visit to Newcastle, was engaged in valuing the Union of Donegal ; in consequence 
of which I had no opportunity of examining him ormly, or of inspecting his field-books. I 
forwarded to him, however, a series of written questions, which, with his answers, will be found 
in the Appendix. 

From his evidence, thus given, it appears that Mr. Wilson commenced his valuation of the 
Union in August, 1839, beginning with the division of Newcastle. He visited every tenement 
personally, and ascertained the areas generally from the tithe applotments which had been 
furnished to him by the Board. He states these to have been incorrect with respect to the 
value of the land, and that consequently he did not rely upon them in ascertaining it 

The standard of value adopted by Mr. Wilson in valuing was not the “ rack rent,” nor the 
utmost that could be got from a solvent tenant (whom he defines to be a man with sufficient 
capital to pay a year’s rent of a large farm, or three years rent of a small one without deriving 
it from the land,) but the i-ent which would leave a tenant a reasonable i-emuneration for his 
capital, time, and labour. He considers a third of the gross produce to be such remuneration, 
and states that he calculated the produce of some farms, and valued the rest of the Union 
(upon the principles stated above) by comparison with the farms as to which he had made 
such a calculation: his maximum of value being 50j., and his minimum L-. per acre. 

On the 4lli March, 1840, the entire valuation was submitted to the Board, who directed 
their clerk to communicate to Mr. Wilson, who had made an application for payment, that 
the books were not then in a state to justify them in making any payment, as there were in them 
many striking errors, of the existence of which Mr. Wilson might satisfy himself by attend- 
ing the meetings of the Valuaiion Committee, which was directed to meet every day until the 
books were satisfactorily completed. 

The Board at their next meeting, March 23, 1840, resolved, that a further examination 
had only satisfied them more of the general incorrectness of Mr. Wilson’s valuation, and that 
it would be necessary for them to take immediate steps to procure a correct and sufficient 
valuation of the Union. 

Upon the 29th April, 1840, however, Mr. Wilson attended a meeting of the Board, and 
stated his readiness to correct his valuation with the assistance of divisional revisors, The 
Board thereupon resolved that the cess-payers of every townland in each division should elect 
one person, and that the persons so elected in each division, should appoint some person (not 
a Poor Law Guardian) to co-operate with the valuator, in revising the valuation of that divi- 
sion. At the same meeting the Board re-appointed the members of the former Valuation 
Committee, as a Committee for superintending the valuation while under revision. 

Upon the 2nd June, 1840, the Board required Mv. Wilson to have fair copies of the books 
ready for them next meeting, which was to be held the 1st of July. This requisition, however, 
was not complied with, and the Board directed their clerk to communicate to Mr. Wilson, 
that unless he forthwith furnished the books in a suitable manner, proceedings would betaken 
against him and his sureties. 

The books were laid before the Board upon the 5th August, 1840, when they were declared 
still to be incorrect, and a resolution was adopted, that unless Mr. Wilson attended in New- 
castle within J4 days, and remained there until the books were completed, some person would 
be appointed to do so. 

Mr. Wilson was prevented by illness from complying with this resolution within the specified 
time. He did attend, however, afterwards; but the Board resolved on the 2nd September, 
1840, that the books required further correction, and that the Committee should meet on the 
5th of that month to ascertain if they were fit for the inspection of the rate-payers. 

No record exists of the proceedings of the Valuation Committee, or of the steps by which, 
or the extent to which, the valuation was altered ; but from the minute book of the Board, it 
appears that a resolution was come to on the 12th September, 1840, that the valuator should 

* See Fifth Annual Report of the Poor Law Commissioners, Appendix, pp. 93 and 96. The county of 
Limerick contains, according to the census of 1831, a population of 248,801 inhabitants, exclusive of the 
population of the county of the city. The surface of the county is estimated at 479,581 statute acres. 

■(' Extracts from Minute Book, Appendix. 
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be required to make such corrections as should be necessary, and that in the mean time the 
books should be exhibited to the rate-payers. 

The objections made during and after the inspection were taken into consideration by the 
Board, and on the 12th January, 1841, a rate was struck. 

With respect to the proportion which the valuation bears to the rent in this Union, the 
valuator states that he ascertained the rents in several instances, and he represents the proportion 
as varying very much, the net value being, according to him, in some electoral divisions 25 per 
cent, above the rent, and in others 10 per cent, below it. 

The number of 10/. electors at present entitled to vote whose tenements lie within this Union, 
and whose rating I have ascertained, is 132. These may be divided into three classes as follows : 

First class. — Those, 14 in number, who originally registered under the 10th Geo. IV, and 
afterwards re-registered under the Reform Act. 

Second class. — Those, 23 in number, who registered for the first time in 1832 under the Reform 
Act, and have re-registered since. 

Third class. — 'Fhose, 95 in number, who have registered for the first time since 1832. 

Of the 14 forming the first of these classes — 

1 is rated under 5/- 

1 over 5/. and under 10/. 

2 are rated over 10/. and under 15/. 

1 is rated over 1 5/. and under 20/. 

3 are rated over 20/. and under 30/., and 

6 at or over 30/. 



Of the 23 forming the second class — 

1 is rated under 5/. 

3 are rated over 5/. and under 10/. 

1 is rated over 10/. and under 15/. 

2 are rated over 15/. and under 20/- 
6 over 20/. and under 30/. 

10 at or over 30/. 

Of the 95 forming the third class — 

3 are rated under 5/. 

8 at or over 5/. and under 10/. 

11 at or over 10/. and under 15/, 

13 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

25 at or over 20/. and under 30/., and 
35 at or over 30/. 

Takino' the 132 present 10/. electors whom I have classified as above without regard to that 
classification. 

5 of them are rated under 5/. 

12 at or over 5/. and under 10/. 

14 at or over 10/. an I under 15/. 

16 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

34 at or over 20/. and imder 30/., and 
51 at or over 30/. 



I ascertained besides the rating of 214 10/. electors registered in 1832, who had not at the 
time of my inquiry renewed their registries. 125 of these had previously registered under the 
10th Geo. IV. I'he remaining 90 registered for the first time in 1832. 

Of the 125 who registered first under the 10th Geo. IV, and afterwards under the Reform 
Bill, and had not subsequently renewed their registries — 

10 are rated under 5/. 

18 at or over 5/. and under 10/- 
7 at or over 10/. and under 15/. 

10 at or over 15/. and under 20/. 

35 at or over 20/. and under 30/., and 
45 at or over 30/. 



And of the 90 who registered for the first time in 1832, and had not aftenvards renewed their 
registries — 

9 ate rated under 5/. 

5 at or over 5/. and under 10/. 

19 at or over 10/. and nuder 15/- 
11 at or over 15/. ana under 20/. 

19 at or over 20/., and under 30/., and 
27 at or over 30/. 



Of the J32 present 10/. electors, whose rating I have ascertained, I find that- 
5 would be disfranchised if a rating ot 5/. 

7 if a rating of 6/. 

8 if a rating of 11. 

10 if a rating of 8/. 

15 if a rating of 9/., and 

17 if a rating of 10/. were made the qualification. 



Newcastle. 
Repost. 
Rate struck. 

Proportion of 
valuation to rent. 

Rating of 10/. 
Electors. 

First class. 

Second class. 

Third class. 
Classified accord- 
ing to amount of 
rating. 
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296 APPENDIX to REPORTS relative to the 

The total number of occupiers who are or have been 10/. electors, and whose rating I have 
ascertained, is 346; classified according to the extent of their tenements, they are as 
follows : — 



Number of 
Occupiers 

have been 
£10 

Electors, 
and whose 

1 *^^*b°*^ 




^Number of those whose Tenements contain 


of those 
whose 
Tene- 
ments do 

include 


Acres 

Statute 

Measure. 


5 Acres 

upwards, 
and less 
than 10 
Acres. 


10 Acres 

upwards, 

Thau 15 


Id Acres 
upwards, 
than 20 


20 Acres 

upwards, 
and less 
than 30 
Acres. 


30 Acres 

upwards, 
and less 
than 40 


40 Acres 

upwards, 
and less 
than 50 


50 Acres 
upwards, 


75 Acres 

upwards, 
and less 
than 100 
Acres. 


^100 

upwards. 


346 




24 


17 


20 


28 


49 


50 


36 


45 


22 


46 



Rent and Rating 
of Occupiers ; 
Town of New- 
castle. 



Tlirorurh the kindness of Alfred Furlong, Esq., the agent to the Devon estates, I was enabled 
to comp£u-e the rental of those estates with the rate-book. The detailed comparison will be 
found in the Appendix. Those estates extend into six electoral divisions, and they are consi- 
dered to be very reasonably let. They include 72 townlands, exclusive of the town of New- 
castle. In the latter I was thus enabled to compare the rent and valuation of 420 tenements, 
separately valued and rented, besides those jointly rented. Of the 420 separately rented, the 
result of the comparison is as follows ; — 



T’own of Newcastle.] 




Of the tenements in the 72 townlandsj thei-e is a large number let to under-tenants, of which 
I was not able to ascertain the separate rent. In those instances, however, in which the sepa- 
rate rent was furnished to me, amounting to 450, 1 have compared the rent with the valuation, 
and the result is as follows : — 



County Limerick.] 
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Contrasting the valuation of the same tenements with, their extent, the following is the result.— 



County Limerick.] Repoxt. 



Total Number of 
Tenements 
whose separate Rent 
and Ratini; wore 
Ascertained. 


1 450 


Of these there are in extent amounting to 




S: 


aud not 


2 Acres 
and not 

3 Acres. 


aud not 
4 Acres. 


4 Acres 


5 Acres 1 10 Acres 
and not 1 and not 
10 Acres.' 15 Acres. 


15 Acres 
and not 
20 Acres- 


20 Acres 
30, Acres. 


30 Acres 
aud nut 
40Acres. 


40 -Acres 
upwards. 


91 


45 


19 


13 


7 


48 


31 


22 


36 


35 


103 




'£ 1 andnot £ 2 
2 ,, 3 

3. ,, 4 

4 ,, 5 

5 ,,10 

10 ,, 15 

15 ,,20 

20 ,, 30 

30 , , 40 

40 & upwards 


52 

54 

36 

20' 

39 

47 

41 

4S 

49 

64 


51 

38 

2 


15 

27 

3 


1 

'i 

13 

4 


'l 

2 

io 


1 


16 

19 

10 

1 


’3 

2 

14 

6 

6 


’i 

7 

8 
4 
2 


1 

'e 

19 

9 

1 


16 

22 

3 


'i 

7 

11 

9 

16 

59 



Of the 420 tenements in the town of Newcastle, classified above, the valuation exceeds the 
rent in 177 instances, which I have classified as follows 



Town of Newcastle.] 



Tota INumner 
of Tenements whose 
separate Rent and 

ascertained, of 
which the'Valuatibn 
exceeds the Rent. 


Number of the preceding in which the Kxcess 0 IheValuation above the Rent is 




Less 

thaiifl. 


£1 

£2'. 


£2 

and 

“£3. 


£3 

und« 


£4 

and 

£5. 


£5 

under 


£6 

under 


£7 

under 


£3^ 

under 

£9. 


£9 

and 

£i0. 


£10 
and up- 


177 


62 


47 


25 


9 


7 


4 


1 


<• 


1 


3 


13 



Of the 450 tenements in rural districts of the Union, whose separate rent was ascertained, 
there are 339 of which the valuation exceeds the rent, which 1 have classified as follows 
County Limerick.} 



Total Number of 
which the 'Valuation 
exceeds the Rent. 


Number of Instances in which the Excess of the Valuation above the Rent is 


Less 

than£L 


^d 

”£2?'^ 


£2 

under 

£3. 


£3 

aud 

£4. 


£4 

£5. 


.?d 


£6 

^£7. 


£7 • 

"Is! 


£8 


£9 

mid« 


£10 
and u[i- 


339 


172 


62 


30 


15 


14 




7 


3 


4 


3 


22 



InquiiT held at Newcasde the 6th, 7th, 8th, and 9th of April, 1841. 

ISAAC S. O’CALLAGHAN. 
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RATHKEALE UNION. 



Rathkeale. 



Report. 

Extent and popu- 
lation of the Union, 



Advei'fisemenis for 
valuators. 

Messrs. Potter and 
Lynch appointed 
valuators. 



Resignation of Mr. 
Potter. 



Advertisemenfs 
again published. 
Mr. Potter appoint- 
ed sole valuator. 



Hi.s qualifications. 



Scale of value for 
land fixed by thej 
Board. 



But not adopted by 
Mr. Potter. 
Valuation com-' 
jnenced, October, 
1839. 



Mr. Potter’s idea of 
the net annual 
value. 



Competition for 
land. 



Mr. Potter’s inter- 
pretation of the 
words solvent 
tenant. 

What he considers 
a rack-rent. 



REPORT. 

Thk Rathkeale Union, the whole of which lies within the county of Limerick, extends over 
108,340 statute acres, and contains a population of 67,373 inhabitants, according to the census 
of 1831 ; thus including within its limits more than one-fiflh of the surface of tile county, and 
more than one-fourth of its population.* 

The Board, which consists of 10 ex-officio and 30 elected guardians, resolved on the 6th of 
May, 1839, to publish advertisements for competent persons to value the Union. 

Tenders ivere received and read at the next meeting of the Board, held on the 3d June, 
1839, but they were returned to the several candidates, with an intimation from the Board 
that 21. 2s. per lOOO acres was the highest [remuneration that would be given, and Messrs. 
Thomas Henry Potter and Michael Lynch having, after this intimation, proposed to value 
the entire Union for 21. per 1000 acres, Irish plantation measure, the tender was accepted. f 

Mr. Potter considering upon reflection the amount of remuneration which he had thus 
agreed to accept, insufficient, resigned the appointment on the 10th of June, 1839. It would 
seem that Mr. Lynch was willing to undertake the valuation alone on the terms of the ap- 
pointment already made ; but the Board being of opinion that that gentleman, who w'as one 
of the valuators of the adjoining Union of Kilmallock, could not devote enough of his time 
and attention to the valuation of this Union, directed fresh advertisements for a valuator to be 
published.^ 

Fresh tenders were accordingly received : amongst the rest, one from Mr. Potter, who 
thereby offered to value the Union for Zl. IOj. per 1000 acres, Irish plantation measure. 
This tender the Board resolved (by a majority of IS to 10) to accept. The Poor Law Com- 
missioners refused at first to sanction this increase of the rate of the valuator’s remuneration ; 
but, Mr. Potter having agreed to accept of 3L 5g. per 1000 acres, Irish plantation measure, 
the Commissioners, after a strong representation from the Board through their chairman the 
Earl of Dunraven, as to the reasonableness of the tender and the expediency of accepting it, at 
length yielded to the wishes of the Board ; and on the 16th of August, 1839, Mr. Potter was 
appointed to value the Union upon the terms last specified; undertaking to complete the 
valuation within 15 months from that date.§ 

Mr. Potter, who has been for many years an extensive farmer resident within the Union, 
had never valued land before his appointment, and his knowledge of its value was derived 
altogether from his experience as a farmer. 

At the meeting of the 16th August, 1839, Mr. Potter, immediately vipon his being finally 
declared sole valuator of the Union, applied for instructions as to the mode in which the 
valuation should be made to the Board, who in consequence, by a resolution passed at the 
same meeting, fixed a scale of value for land, containing eleven different degrees, the highest of 
which was 40g. and the lowest 1 j. &d. per acre. But at the next meeting of the Board, held 
on the 26th August, 1839, the Assistant Commissioner of the district directed Mr. Potter to 
make the valuation according to his own judgment instead of following the rates which the 
previous meeting had prescribed, and Mr. Potter appears to have in consequence disregarded 
the resolution of the Board.|| 

Mr. Potter commenced his valuation in October, 1839, having waited until then in order 
to prevent his judgment of the value of land from being affected by the appearance of the 
crops. He visited in person each tenement, and ascertained the areas generally from the tithe 
applotments, and, where they did not supply the required information, by inquiries from the 
ocenpiers themselves.^ 

His idea of the net value of a farm was, the rent which could be paid by a yearly tenant 
retaining, after the payment of all outgoings, such a share of the produce of the soil as would 
enable him, if he held five acres, to give his family plenty of potatoes during tlie entire year, 
and milk during three-fourths of it. Such a rent would, in nis opinion, leave the tenant a 
reasonable remuneration for his capital, time, and labour, which, he thinks, ought to amount 
to 21. IOj. per Irish acre on a small farm, and to rise somewhat in amount as the farm in- 
creased in size. This remuneration, however, is not in his opinion often realized, as, in conse- 
quence of the great competition for land, solvent tenants (and, according to his interpretation 
of the word solvent, every tenant who can continue to pay his rent and live by the land is a 
solvent tenant) would give IOj. per acre more than his valuation. He does not think that 
(IOj. an acre more than his valuation) a rack-rent ; a “ rack-rent” being, as he defines it, 
a rent which a tenant cannot pay and live by the land. 



* Fifth Annual Report of the Poor Law Commissioners, Appendix, p. 95.'’ The county of Limerick 
contains, according to the census of 1831, a population of 248,801 inhabitants, and extends over a surface 
of 479.581 statute acres. 

t Extracts from Minute Book, Appendix. 

I Ibid, and see Evidence of Mr. Potter. § Ibid. 

II Ibid. f Ibid. 
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Rathkeale. 



I ascertained the rating of 197 lOZ. electors of the county of Limerick, at present entitled 
to vote, whose tenements lie within this Union : — 

6 of them are rated under 51. 

29 at or over 51. and under lOZ. 

38 at or over lOZ. and under 15Z. 

21 at or over 15Z. and under 20Z. 

32 at or over 20Z. and under 30Z. 

71 at or over 30Z. 

And I also ascertained the rating of 147 lOZ. electors of 1832, who had not afterwards 
renewed their registries ; of these 

4 are rated under 51. 

7 at or over 51. and under lOZ. 

16 at or over lOZ. and under 15Z. 

9 at or over 15Z. and under 20Z. 

8 at or over 20Z. and under SOZ. 

19 at or over SOZ. 

Of the 197 present lOZ. electors whose rating I ascertained, I find that 
6 would be disfranchised if a rating of 5Z. 

8 if a rating of 6Z. 

15 if a rating of 71. 

18 if a rating of 8Z. 

31 if a rating of 9Z., and 

35 if a rating of lOZ. were made the qualification. 

Of the 349 occupiers who are or have been lOZ. electors, and whose rating I have ascer- 
tained, there are 342 whose rents I ascertained by means of Mr. Potter’s field-books. The 
relative proportions of the total acreage, rating, and rent of these wiU appear from the 



Report. 
Rating of lOZ. 
Electors. 



Comparison of 
Rent with Valua- 
tions of lOZ. 
Electors. 



The instances in which the rating exceeds, equals, or is less than the rent are as follows 



Classification of lOZ. The following is a classification, according to the extent of their tenements, of the occupiers 
Electors according qj. lOZ. electors, and whose rating I have ascertained : — 

to acreage. 
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Numtier 

of 

Occupiers 


Number 

of 


Number of those whose Tenements contain 


have been 
£10 Electors, 
and whoso 
Rents 
have been 
ascertained. 


Tenements 


Less than 


5 Acres 


10 Acres 


15 Acres 


20 Acres 


30 Acres 


40 Acres 


50 Acres 


i 75 Acres 




include 


5 Acres, 
i Statute 
' Measure. 


i upwards, 
and not 
10 Acres. 


upwards, 
and not 
15 Acres. 


upwards, 
and not 
20 Acres. 


upwards, 
and not 
80 Acres. 


upwards, 
and not 
40 Acres. ^ 


upwards, 
and not 
50 Acres. 


upwards, 
and not 
75 Acres. 


' upwards, 
i and not 
100 Acres. 


upwards. 


342 


23 


12 


16' 


52 


36 


70 


i 


! 

35 


35 


20 


10 



Number of Occupiers 
who are or have been 
£10 Electors, and whose 
Renta and Rating have 
been ascertained. 


Total extent of their 
Tenements, 
in Statute Measure. 


Total Net Annual Value 
of their 
Tenements. 


Total _ 

Amount of their Rents, 
as ascertained by 
Valuator. 


342 


11^666 T fe-t 


£. *. d. 

9,909 19 OJ 


£. *. d. 

9,495 7 









Classification of the IIO instances in which the Net Annual 
Value exceeds the Rent. 


Number of 
instances 
in which the 
Rating 

is less than the 
Rent. 


Number of 
instances 
in which the 
Bating 
is the same as 
the Rent. 


Number of 

in which the 
Rating 
exceeds the 
Rent. 


Number of 
instances in 
which the 
Net Annual 
V alue exceeds 
the Rent 


By less than £1 

By £1 or upwards, and less than £2 . . 

By £2 orupwards, and less than £3 . . 

By £3 or upwards, and lessthan £4 • . 

By £4 orupwards, and less than £5 . . 

By £5 or upwards, and less than £7 . . 

By £7 or upwards, and less than £10 . 

By £10 or upwards 


4 

8 

19 

14 

15 
21 

7 

22 


87 


145 


110 


Total number of instances in which the rating 
exceeds the rent ........ 


no 
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Rathkeale. 

f The present lOl. electors, whose rents have been ascertained, classified according to amount 

, Rent of 10^. 



-of rent are as follows : — 



Number of 
Occupiers wbo are 
£10 Electors, and 
whose Rents have 
been ascertained. 


Number of those whose Rents amount to 


Less than 
£5. 


£S and 
not to£10. 


£10 and 
not to £20. 


£20 and 
not to £30. 


£30 and 
not to £40. 


£40 and 
not to£S0. 


£S0 and 
not to£100. 


£100 or 
upwards. 


197 • 


14 


34 


48 


30 


24 


20 


•22 


5 



Electors. 



In the Appendix will be found a Table showing the rating and rents, as stated in Mr. Rent of Occupiers. 
Potter’s field-boohs, of the occupying tenants, registered and unregistered, of several town- 
lands Ivine in various parts of the Union. The relative proportions of the total acreage 
. .1. te ...:n ............. f/^llnwinrr Tah1p • 



Name of Townlaud. 



Cahara 

Deireens . . 

Clounlehara . 
^Whiskey Hall 
Lisreedy Clare 
Ballyanne 
Ballynash 
Stokesfield 
Ballyhotnen 
Beagh 
Dromen . 
Duckstone 

Total 



Number 

of 

Occupiers. 


Total Extent 
of their Tenements 
in Statute Measure. 


Total Net Annual 
Value 

of their Tenements. 


Total Amount of their | 
Rents, as ascertained | 
by Valuator. 1 








£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


45 


451 


1 224 


670 




7 


725 


11 


44 




962 


2 13 


303 


12 


74 






94 




5,790 


2 314 


1,244 


0 


0 


1,582 


14 






C87 


1 36 


425 


14 


24 






4J 




760 


1 12f 


534 


4 


0 


420 








991 


2 344 


1,019 


12 


0 


1,128 








841 


1 16 


574 


14 


104 










950 


1 2U 


1,043 


11 


o4 






4 






3 24 


162 


19 


U 


166 


18 


64 




255 


0 24 


237 


8 


64 


197 


12 


‘I 




1,506 


1 294 


1,489 


0 


11 


1,554 




44 


24 


780 


1 134 


519 


14 


Hi 








425 


14,316 


2 174 


8,224 


13 


34 


8,634 


17 


74 



their townlands : — 





Number of Occupiers ratsd 


Name of Townland. 








At or over 


At or over 






Under £5. 




£10, and 


£15. aud 


£.0, and 
undi-r £30. 


£30. 




under £10. 


under AiO. 


ui.dcr £-0. 






23 


6 


4 


■2 


4 


6 


Derreens . . . 

Clounlehara . . 


3 


13 

6 


31 


26 


8 


6 


Whiskey Hall . 


21 












Lisreedy Clare. 














Ballyanne . . ♦ 








■ ■ 






Ballynash . 


21 




3 








Stokesfield . . . 




6 








Ballyhomen 


2 




"l 


•• 






Beagh .... 












Dromen . , 

Duckstone . 


5 


3 


8 


2 


7 


4 


Total . . 


104 


71 


76 


50 


44 


79 



Occupiers, accord- 
ing to Rating and 
extent of holding. 



Name of 
Townland. 


Number 
of those 
■whose 
Tenements 
do not 
include 
Land. 


Number of Occupiers whose Teuemeuts contain 






Less than 
^5 


or upwards, 
and less 
than 10 
Acres. 


10 Acres 
or upwards, 
and less 
than 15 
Acres. 


15 Acres 

or upwards, 
and less 
than 20 


20 Acres 
or upwaids, 
and less 
tlian 30 
Acres. 


30 Acres 

oruiiwanSs, 

and less 
than 40 


40 Acres 
or upwarc.s 
and less 
than 50 
A. res. 


50 Acres 
or vipwaids, 

than 75 


75 Acres 
or upwaids, 
and less 
than 100 


100 Acres 
upwards. 








25 


7 


4 


4 


2 


1 

1 




1 




*2 
















9 


5 


io 


ie 




15 


Clounlehara 






• • 








3 


3 










Whiskey Hall 






I3 


2 






6 


4 


i 




1 




Lisreedy Clare 














6 








2 


1 


Ballyanne . 












2 


3 


6 










Ballynash . 














1 






4 






Stokesfield . 






““ 


. 
















1 


Ballyhomen 






12 




4 


2 


I 










•• 










g 






4 












Dromen . . 






4 


1 


2 


6 














Total . 






97 


53 


33 


33 


48 


35 


28 


40 


31 

‘2 S 2 


27 
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And, classified according to the amount of their rents, a s follows 
I I Number of Occupiers wbose Renta amount to 



[Rathkeale Union. 



Cahara . . 

Derreens 

Clounlchara 
Whiskey Hall 
Lisreedy Clare 
Ballyaniie . 
Ballynash . 
Stokesfield ■ 
Ballyhomen 

Dromen . • 

Duckstone . 



Less than j j tj, and not to and not to and not to and not to and not to I and not to 

£3- £10. £15. £20. £30. £40. £50. £75. £100. 



. Considering the excess of the valuation above the rent, the following is the result 



, Number l Number of instances in which the Net Annual Value exceeds the Rent 

Name of ”“of“ "ncTaS 1 ..... k'. k.. I I I ... 



By £1 
and not 
by £2. 


By £2 
and not 
by £3 


By £3 
and not 
by £4- 


By £4 
and not 
by £5. 


By £5 
by £7. 


By £7 
and not 
by £10. 


By £10 
upwards 




1 

1 








2 


2 


*2 


’i 

3 


's 

'i 




'i 


1 

2 


I 

1 

3 


*7 


1 

*4 




1 


*2 , 




1 

'i 


15 


11 




3 


5 


5 





Incluiry held at Rathkeale the 30th and 31st of March, and the 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 

4th, and 5th of April, 1841. 

^ ISAAC S. O’CALLAGHAN. 
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MACROOM UNION. 



The Union of Macroom, which comprises parts of the baronies of West Muskerry, Barretts, 
and East. Muskerry, in the county of Cork, extends over an area of 194,981 statute acres, and 
contains a population of 53,166, according to the census of 1831. The town of Macroom, 
and the villages of Carrigadrohid, Coachford, Kilmurry, Inchigeela, and Crookstown, lie 
within the Union. 

The Union, which was declared on the 20th day of December, 1839, consists of 16 elec- 
toral divisions ; for which there are 25 elected and 8 ex-officio guardians. 

An advertisement having been previously inserted in the Cork newspapers for three valua- 
tors, it was resolved, at a meeting of the Board of Guardians, held on the 15th of February, 
1840, that, it being in the opinion of the Board necessary that a new valuation should be 
made of all the rateable property within the Union, and tenders having been made by Messrs. 
John Good, Richard O’Leary, and Edward Sullivan, to value all the rateable property in the 
Union, within the period of 12 months, for the sum of 450/. for the three, spch tender be 
accepted, it being understood that it was to be a joint valuation, the three acting together. — 
(See extracts from Minute Book, Appendix.) 

Mr. O’Leary had valued about 1,200 acres of the Union' before, and was agent for a small 
estate in it. Mr. Good had never been engaged in valuing lands before. Mr. Sullivan had 
been employed in valuing a part of the Cork Union, and had a certificate of qualification from 
the Cork Board of Guardians. — (See Evidence of Valuators, Appendix.) 

The valuators were furnished with extracts from the tithe composition books and county- 
cess applotments, in order to assist them in their valuation ; but they used tliem merely to 
ascertain the areas of townlands and farms, and not at all as to value, because they were both 
much under it. — (Ibid, Appendix.) 

The valuators were themselves in general aware of the name of the real occupant, but when 
they were not so they ascertained it from the tenant himself or from his neighbours. They 
visited every tenement in the Union and always valued together. 

The standard of value which they adopted was, to estimate what quantity of farming pro- 
duce each tenement would afford with proper cultivation, and on that produce they put a 
value, not according to the present prices, but on an average of the last four or five years. 
They neither took the rack-rent, nor the utmost that could be got from a solvent tenant as the 
standard ■, and did not make any allowance for any profit to be derived from the occupation, 
but only allowed a reasonable remuneration for the interest of capital, and for the fenant’s 
time and labour, which they computed at one-fifth of the produce. — (See Evidence of Valua- 
tor, Appendix.) 

Farms of from 40 to 60 acres are most prevalent in the arable parts of the Union, but in 
the mountain districts farms of from 100 to 150 acres are the most prevalent; and in apply- 
ing this standard the valuators put rather a smaller value on large than on small farms, in 
consequence of the greater competition for the latter. They stated that such competition had 
raised the market price of land in the Union at least 30 per cent, above what a solvent 
tenant could afford to pay, reserving a reasonable remuneration for his time, labour, and 
capital, particularly in small farms, and that they made a little allowance for the effects of 
such competition. — (See Evidence of Valuators, Appendix.) 

The valuators made no separate valuation of houses and lands when occupied together, 
unless the house was of a superior description, when they valued it separately, and then added 
the value of both together. The house was estimated according to what they considered it 
would increase the value of the farm. 

They estimated the local advantages in towns and their vicinity according to the rent the 
houses would bring, if they were then to be let. 

No revision of the valuation had taken place at the time of holding the inquiry, and the 
only proceedings then adopted by the Board of Guardians for the purpose of such revision 
had been to order the clerk of the Union to make copies of the valuation, and to send a copy 
of the valuation of each electoral division to each guardian elected by that division, and also a 
copy to each ex-officio guardian. 

The valuation not having been then published, the valuators could not of course say 
whether tenants or landlords would be content with it; but they stated that the disposition 
among both was to lower the valuation; and that the supposed reasons of landlords for wish- 
ing to lower it were the fear of a property tax being imposed, and the expectation that the 
Poor Law valuation would be made the basis of all future taxation ; whilst the tenants’ object 
was, lest a high valuation might enhance the letting value of their lands on the expiration of 
existing leases. 

The valuators stated that they had instituted a comparison between the value set by them 
upon each tenement and the rent actually paid, in as many instances as they could ascertain 
it, the result of which was that their valuation was at least 20 per cent, under the rent of 
small farms, and 10 per cent, under the rent of large farms. 



New valuation ii 



Documents furnished 
to valuators. 

Use made of them. 



Mode in which valua- 
tors proceeded. 



Application of 
standard to farms of 
diti^reut sizes. 



"Valuation of houses 
in the country. 



Proceedings of Board 
for the purpose of cor- 
recting aud revising 
valuation. 
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The total number of 10^. electors registered, out of tenements situate within the Union, 
whose rating has been ascertained, is 106. 30 of these were registered in 1832, and do not 
appear to have since re-registered. The remaining 76 were registered in 1833, and subsequent 
years, and of these 

none are rated under 5^. 

2 ., under 6^. 

2 „ under 71. 

2 „ under 8^. 

2 „ under 9^. 

4 „ under 10^. 

and 72 at and above 10/. 



Proportiooofleasas The valuators state that the usual manner in which lands are let in this part of the country, 
aad mode of tenure. Uy principal landed proprietors, is for three lives or 31 yeai-s ; and by middle-men, for 21 
years. 

T. KENNEDY LOWRY. 

Inquiry held at Macroom, 6/7i and 7th April, 1841. 
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I^NTURK UNION. 



REPORT. 

The Union of Kanturk, which comprises parts of the Baronies of West Muskerry, Duhallow, 
Orrery, Kilmore, and Fermoy, in the county of Cork, and a part of the barony of Magonihy, 
in the county of Kerry, extends over an area of 247,049 statute acres, and contains a population 
of 71,844, according to the census of 1831. 

The Union, whiwi was declared on the 2lst of December, 1839, consists of 14 electoral 
divisions. There are 29 elected, and 9 ex-officio guardians. 

Advertisements having been previously published inviting tenders from competent pei-sons to 
imdertake the valuation of all rateable property within the Union, it was resolved at a meeting 
of the Board of GKiardians, held on the 26th of March, 1840,'that three persons be appointed to 
value all the rateable property within the Union ; that they considered 400/. a sufficient sum to 
be given to three valuators ; and that Messrs. John Murphy, James SuUivan, and Michael 
Sheehan, be appointed the valuatois of this Union. — (See extracts from Minute Book, 
Appendix.) 

The 3 valuators were elected out of 18 candidates, and had no other testimonials than 
being personally known to the guardians, and having been examined by Mr. Voules, the Assistant 
Poor Law Commissioner for the district, as to their qualification for the appointment, previous 
to being put in nomination. Mr. Murphy and Mr. Sullivan are extensive farmers. Mr. 
Sheehan had also been an extensive farmer, but resides at present in the town of Kanturk. — (See 
Evidence of Valuators, Appendix.) 

The valuators were furnished with the tithe composition boolis for the parish of Kilmeen, 
and with the county cess applotment for the parish of Newmarket. The only use they made 
of them was to ascertain areas ; as they found them always too low as to value, the value of 
land in the Union having considerably improved since the yeai- 1826, about which period they 
were made.' — (Ibid. Appendix.) 

The valuators, on being appointed, were directed by the Board of Guardians to proceed first 
to value the electoral divbion of Kanturk, experimentally, and that they should give at least 10 
days’ notice to the clerk of the Union before they prepared their valuation, with a view to 
summon the guardians and Assistant Commissioner for its inspection. Having accordingly com- 
pleted their valuation of the Kanturk division, they, on the 20fh of April, 1840, gave notice to 
the clerk to call a meeting of the guardians for the purpose of submitting it to their inspection ; 
and the Board having met in pursuance tliereof, on the 30th of April following, came to a 
resolution, that the valuators having exhibited their valuation so far as it had been completed, 
and it being the opinion of the meeting that they were proceeding on correct principles, they 
were directed to carry on the valuation without delay. 

The valuators stated that they generally valued together ; that they visited each tenement ; 
and that they inquired from the tenant his boundaries, the name of his landlord, and the amount 
of his rent ; that they could not depend on the statements made to them as to the rent, and 
were only able to ascertain it partially, but that always when they were able to do so correctly, 
they entei-ed it in then- field books. 

The standard of value which they adopted was without any reference to the rent actually 
paid or which might be obtained ; but, ^ter forming an estimate of the produce of a farm, they 
took the average of prices for the last three years, and stmck the value fium such average, 
allowing a reasonable remuneration to the tenant for his labour and expenditure. They made 
no allowance for any profit to be derived by the tenant from the occupation, but merely made 
an allowance for the common necessaries of life for himself and his family, which they calculated 
at one-third of the produce of the soil. — (See Valuator’s Evidence, Appendix.) 

In the mountain districts of the Union, farms of 30 acres, and in the lowland districts farms 
of from 20 to 40 acres, are the most prevalent ; and, in applying this standard, the valuators 
considered small farms from Is. to 2s, per acre more valuable than large faims. 

Houses and lands when occupied together, were not valued separat^y, unless the house was 
of a superior description, when they valued such a house according to its appearance, size, and 
the accommodation it afforded. 

The local advantages of houses and lands in and about towns were estimated according to 
their reasonable letting value. 

The Board of Guai-dians met on the 6th of April, 1841, for the purpose of considering 62 
objections which had been lodged against the valuation, when 37 of the objections were with- 
drawn ; 25 were heard, and of these 15 wei-e dismissed ; in 9 cases the valuation was slightly 
reduced ; and in the remaining case, which was an objection against the valuation of the tolls 
of the town of Kanturk at 400/. per annum, the valuation was reduced by 150/., making 
altogether a reduction in the entire Union of 250/. 

No notices of appeal had been lodged at the time of holding the inquiry, and the valuation 
was so satisfactory botli to landlords and tenants, that the Boai-d of Guardians intended in- 
creasing the remuneration to be paid to the valuators. 



Kanturk. 

Report. 

Population and aiea 
of Union. 



Number of Electoral 
Divisions and Guar- 

Proceedings of Board 
as to valuation. 

New valuation re- 
solved on. 

Three valuators ap- 
pointed. 



Qualifications of 
valuators. 



Documents furnished 
to valuators. 

Use made of them. 



Instructions to valua- 
tors. 



Mode in ■which valua- 
tors proceeded. 



Standard of value 
adopted. 



Application of 
standard to farms of 
difieient sizes. 

Valuation of houses 
in the country. 



In and adjoining 

Proceedings of Board 
for the purpose of cor- 
recting and revising 
valuation. 
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The disposition to lower the valuation is the most prevalent, and it is worthy of remark, that 
the objections in the nine cases above stated to have been aUowed, were all too high a valuation, 

and were taken at the instance of the landlord. 

The valuators stated that they had instituted a comparison between the value set by them 
upon tenements and the rent actually paid, whenever they could ascertain it, the result ot which 
was that the rent was in some cases one half, and always a great deal higher than the v^uation, 
except on Lord Arden’s estate, which is let to tenants from year to year no leases being ever 
granted by him ; and upon Lord Lismore’s estate, which has been lately leased ior one Me, or 
3lYears,atthe fair valul There are also some other owners in lee, who set dieir lands at little 
more than the value : but a great portion of the Union is in the hands of middle-men, who set 

their lands much beyond their value. . 

The total number of 10^. electors registered out of tenements situate withui the Union, whose 
rating could be ascertained, is 340, 90 of these were registered in 1832, and do not appear to 
have*since re-registered. The remaining 250 were registered in 1833 and subsequent yeais, 

and of these , , „ , 

4 are rated under 5/. 



9 

10 

13 



under 6/. 
under 7L 
under 81. 
under 9/. 
under 10/. 



and 237 at and above 10/. 

The valuators state that the usual manner in which lands ai'e let in this part of the country is 
on leases for 31 years; but that, for the last eight or nine yearn, very- few of the landed 
proprietors, except Lord Lismore, Lord Egmont, and Lord Cork, have gi-anted any leases. 

T, KENNEDY LOWRY. 

Inquiry held at Kanturk, 8th and 9M Jpril, 1841. 
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CLONMEL UNION. 



SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT. 

A report on the Clonmel Union has already been published by Mr. Deasy, in which he has 
given full extracts from the minute book of the Union, and his examination of the rural 
valuators. As the valuators of the town were absent at the time he visited the Union, it was 
thought desirable that the Union should be re-visited, and a supplemental report published, 
embodying a further examination of the rural valuators, with an examination of the valuators 
of the town. On our arrival in Clonmel, having learned that a meeting of the Board of 
Guardians would take place during oiir stay, we addressed a letter to the Chairman, staling 
the objects of our inquiry, and requesting an interview. The Board having complied with our 
request, we attended, and having requested Mr. Stephen Moore, the Vice-Chairman of the 
Board, who was Chairman of the meeting, to atford us any information in his power with 
respect to the object of our inquiries, he stated that he knew little about the valuation of the 
Union — that he was abroad during part of the time it was in progress, and that his property 
was so circumstanced, consisting for the most part of chief rents, that he could give very little 
assistance in comparing the valuation with the rents. Mr. Perry of Woodroffe, (an ex-officio 
guardian), stated that his property was, generally speaking, valued 25 per cent, below the 
rents, which were punctually paid ; but that his demesne was valued at the fair value, and 
in his opinion the demesnes generally throughout the Union were valued at the fair value. 

Mr. Pedder stated that the valuation of the rural districts was much too low; and gave Their opiniuns on ^ 
some instances, which will be found in the Appendix. Mr. Slattery slated that he thought that valuation. , 
the valuation a fair one ; that it was not under what ground should be let for. Mr. Bianconi 
agreed with Mr. Slattery. Such were the opinions of the several guardians who attended that 
day, as far as we could collect them. 

Town op Clonmel. 

The town valuators were Messrs. David Thornton and George Graham. Previous to their Town valuator.? 
appointment it appears from the minute hook that Messrs. John Butler, Patrick Wall, and Messrs. Thornton 
Thomas O'Brien, were successively appointed valuators of the town ; that protests were entered 
against those appointments by some of the guardians, and that they were finally set aside. menTs^pro^ested 
On the 15th of October, 1839, Messrs. George Graham and David Thornton were elected against and set 
valuators of the town of Clonmel. aside. 

Mr. Thornton was a builder and carpenter, who had resided in Clonmel since 1811, and Thornton a builder 
had been constantly engaged in building in the town. He had also been previously employed and carpenter, 
by the Commissioners for watching and lighting, to value for them such portion of the rate- f^ViugStfLrJh'b'l''^ 
able property in the town as had not been previously valued. Commissioners. 

Mr. Graham was an ironmonger who had resided in the town for the last 25 years ; he was Mr. Graham, iron- 
acquainted with machinery, and took the principal part in valuing several large mills and monger and me- 
manufactories in the town. They received the printed instructions of the Poor Law Comrais- ^amc. 
sioners, the Act of Parliament and field-books, and were instructed in their duties by the 
Assistant-Commissioner, Mr. O'Donoghue. 

They had access to the books of the Paving and Lighting Commissioners, which they used 
for the purpose of ascertaining the tax. They had no other documents to assist them. 

It is the custom of the town that the tenant shall in all cases pay the taxes and keep the 
house in repair, they therefore first ascertained the net value, and then added taxes and 
i-epairs. 

They always went together to value. They took with them a memorandum book (which 
they produced on their examination) in which they made the original entries, and alterwards 
transferred them to the field-books. The memorandum book was kept by Mr. Gi-aham, by 
whom the entries were made. 

In every instance they inquired what rent was paid for each tenement. Generally speaking, 
either the occupier or landlonl told them the j-ent, which they entered in their book. Their 
test of the value of each tenement was the fair rent whie.h a solvent tenant would pay, but not 
the utmost which could be got from a solvent tenant. Their valuation was generally under 
the rents actually paid, except where a fine was paid or the rent was a ground-rent, or the ^ 

occupier had improved his tenement ; but whenever the rent paid appeared to them to be the paid or to 

fail- rent which a solvent tenant would pay, in such case the valuation was equal to the rent, the sum expended 
In estimating the value they were not governed in lheir judgment by the rents actually paid, in building, 
nor by the sura expended in building the house. The Bank of Ireland had expended about 
four years ago a sura of 3000/. in building an establishment for their own use. This they 
valued at 80/. only, because if brought into the market it was not probable that it would let 
for more, unless it was taken by a banking establishment. Generally speaking they did not 
enter each bouse and minutely examine each part, but they questioned the occupiers about the 
interior, and formed their judgment, when they had no previous knowledge, on the appearance Allowed for situ- 
of the house and the information they received from the occupiers. In the principal business 
streets of the town they placed an additional value on the tenements on account of the favour- Difference between 
able situation for business. The difference between their valuation and the rents paid was valuation and rents, 
greater in proportion in small tenements than in large ; several streets were occupied by those greater in small 
small tenements, and they were generally taken by persons for the purpose of letting them out 
to lodgers. The person who takes the house generally occupies an apartment and lets the tally tot for lodgiugs. 

2 T 



Clonmel. 
Re POET. 
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Clonmel. others to lodgers. The price of those lodgings generally pays his rent, and he has his own 

apartment rent free. It appears that very few of those small tenements are taken for the use 

Report. ^ single family. They are almost, without exception, let out in lodgings. The town affords 

Houses let at they employment to a great number of mechanics and labourers, who find it convenient to take 
generally valued at k those apartments. The rents of those small houses average from 30.s. to 12^. Houses of this 

|,Sr'«n1?“Dd®erreS1! description, which were let for 12f., they generally valued at 9/. They could not say how 

much the valuation was below the rent in houses of the more respectable class, but believes 
20 pet cent, iu amaU it was about 1.5 per cent. In small tenements varying from 5Z. to 15J. they considered their 

teneraenta. Valuation was not less than 20 per cent, under the rents paid. They never inquired whether 

any occupier was registered or not during the progress of the valuation : the valuators attended 
1 t o con 'dered ®3'Ch Board day and submitted for inspection the portions of the valuation which had been 
hiSi" ^'"Mmpa?ed wuu completed. It was considered too high as compared with the rural valuation.^ A Revising 

, Committee was appointed, who made no alteration, nor did they suggest any until after objcc- 

^eirvaluation tions were lodged. Their books were submitted for public inspection for the usual period of 

fo“r insSSn for 21 days, and in consequence of some mistake made in copying by the rural valuators, they 

two periods of 2 l were again submitted for a further period of 21 days for public inspection by the directions of 

days each. the Poor Law Commissioners. The objections lodged were generally for over value, and 

principally by publicans whose trade had been affected by the temperance movement, and 
who said they feared that the valuation may be used to measure their licence. Some alter- 
ations were maile, about half-a-dozen, after the valuation was completed. As the rural and 
Valuators, to ar- town guardians had some difference at the Board (the town guardians insisting that the valu- 

range differences ation of the town was too high as compared with the rural portion of the Union), the town 

between town and valuators, to arrange those differences, offered to consent to a reduction on the town of 10 per 

rmal guardians, cent., but on a division the rural guardians had a majority, and the valuation was confirmed, 

to a^reductton^o? -A- protest signed by four guardians against the valuation of the whole Union was entered on 

10 per cent. the minute book, and has been given at length in the extracts from the minute book annexed 

to the former report. The chief complaint against the valuation of the town is, that it is too 
high as compared with the valuation of the country. It is also considered a high valuation. 
Mr. William Smith, who valued the town for the Paving and Lighting Commissioners, thinks 
that the Poor Law valuation is a high valuation, and that it is higher than his own, particularly 
in the principal streets, Johnson-street, Main-street, Bagwell-street ; and Mr. John Keeffe 
thinks it very close to the rents paid. The entries which Mr. George Graham made in his 
memorandum book of the valuation under the Paving and Lighting Act, and also of the Poor 
Law valuation in the three streets named by Mr. Smith in his evidence, have been extracted 
whenever the entries could be contrasted. In the Appendix will be found a list of the names 
of the occupiers as given in Mr. Graham’s book with both valuations, and also a table 
showing the result of the comparison.* Since the valuation has been effected three appeals have 
been brought, which were tried during our stay before Mr. Howley, the Assistant-Barrister. 
We attended those trials : two were brought by the owners of mills, and one by the Gas Com- 
pany. In all those cases reductions were made in the valuations. Mr. Malcomson’s mill was 
valued at 750Z., it was reduced on appeal to 402^. 4s. 7d. Mr. Grubb’s mill was valued at 
300^., it has been reduced to 150/. The gas-works were valued at 300/. and reduced to 100/. 
Mr. Graham, in his evidence, explains the mode in which he made his valuations of those 
properties. 

Clokmel Rural Portion. 



doDoe' 



Standard of valu- 
ation. 



Their reasons for 
adopting it. 



Mr. Keeff’s opinion 
of the valuation. 



Poor Law valuation 
compared with a 
tithe valuation. 



We have compared the evidence given by the niral valuators on both occasions before 
Mr. Deasy and before us, and the only variance we find is, that to us they stated that a man 
holding 20 acres of ground, at the Poor Law valuation, could clothe his family with the same 
description of materials which are used by the peasantry of the country, and afford them meat 
twice a-week. To Mr. Deasy they stated, that they judged of the value of land by what it 
would be worth to a solvent tenant who would pay all his engagements and live by the land ; 
they supposed him to have good bread and milk every day for himself, and to be able to pay 
priest and minister ; they considered that less than 50 acres of the average land of this county, 
held at the Poor Law valuation, would not enable them to live in this way. The reason they 
give for adopting this standard is, that they never imagined that the Act of Parliament could 
mean that a tenant holding as much ground as he could cultivate — about 20 acres — should, if 
the farm was let at the Poor Law valuation, be obliged to live as the peasantry in this 
country frequently do, half the year on potatoes and salt, perhaps during the summer some 
milk ; meat is seldom tasted but on feast days. In Mr. Keeffe’s opinion the scale of valuation 
is such a-s would allow the tenant to live comfortably and no more — something better than 
the peasantry in this country live. He states that he looked over the valuation books, and, 
in his opinion, the valuation is fair, about 20 per cent, below the rack-rent. Mr. Keeffe states 
that for 30 years he had been engaged as tithe collector for all the electoral divisions in the 
Union but one. That portion of the Union comprised in the electoral division of St. Mary’s 
was valued by Mr. Gordon, Mr. Markham, and himself, and on comparing their valuation 
with, the Poor Law valuation he finds that they differ only by 26/. He states that he was 
agent over 15 or 16 properties in the Union, and at present receives about 10,000/. a-year in 
this way ; he has become intimately acquainted with the quality and value of land, and when 



* In the Appendix will also be found a summary of the valuation under the Paving and Lighting Act 
of the several streets named in Mr. Graham's book between Lower Johnson-street and Bagwell-street, 
being 76 pages of the book ; also of the valuation of ^the same streets under the Poor Law. All those 
entries are taken from Mr. Graham's book. 
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Clonmel. 
Report. 
Standard of value 



any difference of opinion was expressed by members of the committee, he was appealed to for 
information. 

The valuators state that the Act was frequently referred to by the committee for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining if the valuators had adopted the test prescribed by the Act. Some main- 
tained that as the rents were paid the tenants should be considered solvent, the majority, how- discussed by the 
ever, were of opinion that the Poor Law valuation should give the tenant a fair and reason- committee, 
able interest, 

The valuators state that it would be impossible to make a valuation which would agree Valuator.^ state that 
with the rents, for if the rental of one landlord were adopted as a standard the valuation would make™^va- 

differ 30 per cent, from the rents obtained by another. luationwhichwould 

This they exemplify by the following instance, that although the Poor Law valuation is agreewiththerents. 
80 per cent, below the rental of some estates, still it nearly agrees with recent lettings made 
of Lord Ormond, Sir R. H. George, and the Marquis of Waterford’s properties. Lord 
Ormond’s property was let according to a valuation made in 1838 by Mr. White. 

The Poor Law valuation also agrees with the rents obtained for a property in the Union 
which was let under the courts : disinterested persons were appointed to value the property, 
and it was let according to their valuation. 

The valuators state that there are not many leases in the Union, and that landlords are not Paucity of leases, 
generally disposed to grant them. In one instance an agent represented to the proprietor, that 
if he gave the tenants leases they would be induced to reclaim waste ground, and thus become ® 

comfortable. The landlord at first seemed inclined to grant them, but having consulted with 
others, he found that no landlord at present gave their tenants leases — this induced him to 
follow their example. 

According to the evidence of Mr. Mulcahy, who is Lord Clonmel’s agent, the Poor Law 
valuation is, on an average, 25 per cent., below the rents. He states that he took no steps to valuation is 

correct the valuation, as, unless all proprietors joined in such a measure, a high valuation of 25 per cent, bdow 
one property would increase the rate without benefit to the landlord. the rents. 

Mr. Mulcahy considers “ that the Poor Law valuation should not be made at a rack-rent Reasons for not ap- 

this he defines to be a rent which cannot be made out of land without deteriorating its qua- peeling. 

lity, therefore could not be paid for any continuance — but that rent which a tenant could 
pay, and render up to his landlord the farm in at least as good a state as it was when he took ® 
it, is the standard of value the Poor Law valuator should adopt.’’ 

The rent he would ascertain in this way : suppose a tenant holding 20 acres should pay for Mode of ascertain- 
the. labour of cultivation at the ordinary rate of wages in the locality (considers the occupier ing value, 
a labourer), and that he should also pay for manure and other expenses attending a farm. 

Calculating the expenses on the above scale, he would deduct them from the average pro- 
duce, and which he would estimate by the probable prices, and fix the rent accordingly. He 
considers that as the habits and conditions of families differ so widely, no standard of the 
mode in which tenants of this or a minor description should live could be laid down without 
OT-eat prejudice to the landlord. W. JEFFCOTT. 

Inquiry held at Clonmel, 8th, 9th, and lOtli April, 1841. JOHN NOLAN. 



Tables of £10 Electors Registered in the Year 1832, to December, 1840, whose Tenements appear by the 
Clerks of the Peace’s Lists to be situated in the Union. 



I. Clonmel Union. 


Registered i!10 Electors of 1832, non-subsisting— 
Rated and Unrated. 


No. 


Electoral Divisions. 


Baronies. 


Counties. 


1 


is 


1 


1 


1 




a 


1 




1 




1 




1 


1 






1 i 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 


Clonmel : — 

Borough of Clonmel 
Rural part of ditto 
KiUheelan , . . 

Temple Etny 
Lisrouagh . . . 

Newchapel . . . 

Innisrolaghty . . 

Kilronau .... 
St. Mary’s . . 

Killaloan 
Rathgormack 


IfFa and Offa, East . 
Ditto ..... 

Ditto 

Ditto . * • . « 

Ditto 

Glenahiry . . , 

Uppertbird • . > 

Ditto ..... 
Ditto 


Tipperary 

Ditto. 

Ditto . . . 

Ditto . . . 

Ditto . . . 

Ditto . . . 

Ditto. 

Waterford . 
Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto • 

Total . . 


4 


3 






9 


2 






11 

. 


* 






4 

’ 


1 

• 


14 

1 

2 

1 


80 

2 

2 

10 


2G2 

4 

3 

3 

4 


342 

2 

6 

3 

3 

14 

1 


7 












11 




11 






2 




1 


18 


06 


270 


372 



2T2 
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APPENDIX to REPORTS relative to the 



Tables — continued. 



11. 


Clonmel Union. 




Eegisteied £10 Electors of 1833, to December, 1840, inclusive, subsisting^ — 
Rated and Unrated. 


































5^ 


S 




4 








Total of 














2 




2 


2 


T 


'J 




E 




'4 


•s 














and noS? 


No. 


Electoral Divisio 




Biroaies. 


Counties 




1 


■% 


1 


? 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


J 




i 


1 




IW.^Etac- 












P 


!S' 






3' 


d 


S 


2 


§ 


S 






1 


§ 


§ 




P 


s s 

Hi 


tm traced. 


1 


















































BorouKh of Clonmel 




Tinnerarv . 


5 


2 




[0 


19 


24 


54 


25 


43 


19 


31 




15 




33 


330 


244 


)74 


916 




Rural nart of ditto 




Ditto . . 


































11 


17 


17 


2 








Iffa and OSa, East 


Ditto . . 


































11 


1,3 


15 


3 


Temple Etny 






Ditto .... 


Ditto . . 
































1 


1 


2 


8 


4 








Ditto .... 


Ditto . . 






































6 


5 


Newchapel . 






Ditto .... 


Ditto . . 
































1 


8 


9 


12 










Ditto .... 








































4 


7 


Kilronaii . . 






Glenahiry . . . 


Waterford 














i 


















11 


2 


13 


28 


8 


St. Mary's . 






Upperthird . . 


Ditto 








































9 










Ditto 








































10 


Rathgoimack 






Ditto .... 


Ditto . . 














1 






















12 


13 










Total . . 


5 


2 


19 


10 


19 


24 


57 


26 


49 


23 


33 


24 


17 


10 


44 


370 


277 


647 


1019 



III. Clonmel Union. 






Estimuteil Estent 
in Statute Measure, 
us in Hate Buott. 


Net Annual Value 
as in Bale Book, 


SrossAnnualValiie 
as in Bate Book, 


in Statute 


Population 


Net Annual Value 
ortlie entire 




Electoral Divisions. 


Baronies. 




Counties. 


of the rated lOt, 
Electors. 


of tlie rated 
101. Electors. 


of tlic roted 
101. Electors. 


of each 
Electoral 
Division. 


Division, 

1831. 


in cacli Eiecloral 
Division. 


1 


Clonmel : — 

Borough of Clonmel 
Rural part of ditto 


IfFa liud'offa, 


East 


Tipperary . 
Ditto . . 
Ditto . . 


340 3 10 
184 2 18 


£. s. d. 

9441 9 0 
393 16 0 
189 16 0 


£. s. d. 

11,453 7 1 
474 3 Hi 
250 14 6 


|13,733 

10,785 


16,140| 

1,389 


£. S. d. 

26,463 13 10 
12,121 13 3 
4,468 18 0 


3 




Ditto . . 




Ditto . 


230 2 15 


214 18 6 


263 17 0 


2,377 


1,437 


2,911 12 4 


4 




Ditto . . 




Ditto . . 


391 3 16 


412 6 0 


492 9 9 


3,615 


1,.378 


3,604 1 0 






Ditto . 




Ditto . 


35 2 22 


26 4 0 




4,749 


2,085 


6,330 4 0 


6 


Innisrolaghty . 


Ditto . 




Ditto . 


324 3 26 


425 19 0 


531 4 2 


8,993 


3,015 


11,695 15 0 


7 


Glenablry . 




Waterford 


793 0 31 


556 11 3 


876 6 3 


27,202 


5,170 


9,297 16 6 


8 


St. Maty s . . . 


UppeitUiril 




Ditto . . 








5,221 


3,387 


6,038 19 G 


9 




Ditto . . 




Ditto . . 








4,099 


841 




10 


Uatbgormack . . 


Ditto . . 




Ditto . 


13'11 2 38J 


902 6 5 


l,IG9 2 7 


8,099 


2,252 


5,816 9 li 










Total . 


3640 1 16J 


13,149 6 2 


15,451 5 ,3i 


88,873 


37,094 


90,229 19 Hi 



“ The gross value of this Tenement not given in Eute Book. 



Table showing the Number of Acres held by the Registered £I0 Electors who are rated in ti)is Union. 



IV. Clonmel Union. 


Number 

Holdings 


5 Acres 
under 10. 


10 Acres 
under 15. 


under 20. 


20 Acres 
under 30. 


30 Acres 
under 40. 


40 Acres 
under 50. 


50 Acres 
upwards. 


Tof.il in 

Eiecloral 

Division. 


No. 


Electoral Divisions. 


B.ironies. . 




1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 


Clonmel (Town of) 
Rural parts of ditto 
Kilshvelau 
Temple Etny . . 

Lisronagh . . 

Newchapel . . 

Innisrolaghty . . 

Kilronaii . . . 

St. Mary’s . . . 

Kiilaloan . . . 

Raihgumiack . 


Iffa and bffii, East 
Ditto .... 
Ditto .... 
Ditto .... 
Ditto .... 
Glenahiry . . . 

Upperthird . . 

Ditto .... 
Ditto .... 


Tipperary. 
Ditto . . 

Ditto . . 

Ditto . . 

Ditto . . 

Ditto . . 

Ditto . . 

Waterford 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 

Ditto . . 

Total . . 


6 




l' 

* 3’ 




1’ 

1 

2 

1 


r 

" 2" 


' 4* 

3 


4 

1 

2 

2 

* 3' 

9 


6 

4 

3 

3 
1 

4 
22 

13 


5 




4 




5 


7 


8 


27 


56 
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RATHDRUM UNION. 



REPORT. 

The Union of Rathdruni, which is all in the county of Wicklow, was declared on the 25th 
September, 1839.* It lies in the baronies of Arklow, Ballinacor (north and south) and New- 
castle, extending over an area of 207,3.58* statute acres, and contains, according to the census 
of 1831, a population of 51 ,689 inhabitants.* It consists of 12 electoral divisions ; the number 
of guardians is 40, of whom 10 are ex-officio and 30 elected. 

The valuation of the Union was undertaken by Mr. Edward Johnston, a resident valuator 
and surveyor, and also a landholder within the Union. He had previously surveyed and 
valued a considerable portion of the laud for the proprietors, having been the surveyor and 
valuator usually employed by tlie Earl of Meath, Lord Wicklow, and Mr. Gunn Cun- 
ningham, and having occasionally surveyed for Lord Fitzwilliam. This appointment was 
made by the Guardians, after considering his tender, and those of several other persons who 
had sent in proposals for the valuation of the Union. 

To aid him in his valuation, he employed three assistants, locally acquainted with the 
Union. These he kept with himself for a short period, till they had become acquainted with 
the scale on which he wished the valuation made. He then sent them to value separately, 
and occasionally afterwards inspected their books, to ascertain that the same scale was pre- 
served throughout. 

In stating the character of his valuation, Mr. Johnston observed, ‘‘ that he intended to 
make it 10 per cent, under the letting value, and now that it is completed, he thinks it is 10 
per cent, below the rents reserved on recent lettings generally, and that some rents in the 
Union are considerably more than 10 per cent, over.” 

The small holdings, Mr. Johnston says, are valued higher in proportion than the large 
ones in this Union, the competition for that class of holdings having been taken into account 
in estimating their value. 

A number of Committees were appointed in this Union to revise the valuation from time 
to time as the valuator should hand it in. These Committees were composed of the elected 
Guardians of the several divisions under revision, together with the Chairman of the Board 
and the ex officio Guardians resident or possessing property within any ofthe electoral divisions, 
for the revision of which the Committee was appointed. These Committees do not appear 
to have made any considerable number of alterations in the valuation as handed in by the 
valuator; in eight out of the 12 electoral divisions, of which the Union consists, it appears 
from entries in the Minute-book that the valuation, as handed in by the valuator, was satis- 
factory to the Committees of Revision, There is no means of ascertaining in this Union the 
relation which the Poor Law Valuation bears to the rents actually paid, except in some in- 
stances on Mr. Gunn Cunningham’s estate, furnished by Mr. Mahony. It will be seen on re- 
ferring to Colonel Acton's evidence (App.), that he considers it unlikely that landlords would 
be disposed to give information on this subject, and the valuators do not think it necessary 
for their purpose to ascertain any rents. 

The beneficial interest, using that term to express the net profit, after paying every expense 
necessary to raise the produce, rent, and taxes, &c., amounts to 12/. 18j. on the class of farms 
valued at 5/. in this Union. The calculation was gone into with great care by Messrs. 
Johnston and Mantling, and the details have been preserved, and appear in Mr. Johnston’s 
evidence in the Appendix. Colonel Acton not only expressed his opinion that the estimate 
was a moderate one, but also said that Messrs. Johnston and Manning were highly competent 
to make the calculation correctly. 

The number of occupiers in the Union, registered as 10/. parliamentary electors, whose 
rating I was enabled to ascertain, is 288, and (288) classified according to amount of Poor 
Law value, the result is as follows : — 




The classification of the 10/. electors, according to extent and holdings, will be as follows : — 



* Sixth Annual Report of Poor Law Commissioners, App. C.No. 1, p. 255. 



Rathdrum. 

Report. 

Extent and 
Population. 



Mr. Johnston, 
Valuator; hi.s 
qualifications. 



Valuation below 
the letting value. 



Revising Com- 
mittee. 



Beneficial Interest. 
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Total 
Number of 
£10 

Electors 


Number bolding 


Under 
5 Acres. 


and not 
10 Acres. 


10 Acres, 
and not 
20 Acres. 


20 Acres, 
and not 
30 Acres. 


30 Acres, 


40 Acres, 
and not 
50 Acres. 


60 Acres, 
and not 
100 Acres. 


100 Acres, 
upwards. 


288 


20 


10 


13 


22 


39 


32 


104 


48 



Rent and Rating 
of Occupiers, 



By the kindness of Mr. Mahony, who is one of the trustees, I have procured the rental of 
the estates of R. Gunn Cunningham, Esq., of which the gross rental exceeds 15,000/. per 
annum {Vide Evidence of Mr. Mahony, Appendix). Of these I have been enabled to com- 
pare the valuation with the extent in 277 instances, and the result is as follows : — 



iTotal NumterofOccupiers 
whose separate rating 
was ascertained. 



£5 and not 10 



Number of the preceding who bold 


5 Acres. 


5 Acres 


10 Acres 


15 Acres 


20 Acres 


30 Acres 


40 Acres 




and not 


and not 


and not 


and not 




10 Acres. 


15 Acres. 


20 Acres. 


30 Acres. 


40 Acres. 


upwards. 


71 


58 


31 


26 


27 


23 


62 


47 


6 




2 






1 


6 


21 


11 


10 




2 




5 


4 


10 


5 


6 


1 


2 


4 


3 


2 


3 


7 


2 


4 


4 


2 


2 


1 


2 


6 


11 


4 




5 


1 


5 


3 


9 


1 


*2 


1 


3 


7 


9 


35 



Unfortunately a large proportion of the tenements above classified are either rented jointly, 
and so aiFord no comparison with the separate valuations, or they are held under leases for 
lives renewable for ever, in which case the rent has not been stated. In 112 instances out 
of the above 277 I have compared the valuation with the rent, and the result is as follows : — 




Total Number of 
Tenements, 


Number of Instances in which the Excess of the Valuation above the Reut, is — 


and Rating 
ascertained, of which 
the Valuation 
exceeds the Rent. 


£1. 


£1 

£2. 


£2 

£3. 


£3 

& under 
£4. 


£4 

& under 
£5. 


£5 

£6. 


£6 

£7. 


£7 

& under 
£8. 


£8 

& under 
£9. 


£9 

& under 
£10. 


£10 

and up- 


65 


12 


7 




7 


3 






2 


1 


2 


14 



There is a growing practice in the Union of Rathdrum not to give leases to the holders of 
small tenements ; it is not traceable so far as could be ascertained to any political causes, but 
arises from a feeling on the part of landlords, that it is desirable to have the means of 
getting rid of that class of persons if necessai-y — having them, as one witness termed it, “■ near 
the door.” 

Wm. p. leathem. 

Inquiry held at Rathdrum on the 23vd and 24th of April, 1841. 
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